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he had understood trom a skilliul officer, that ships 
built from timber cut when wanted, wonld always 
lasta sufficient length of time to compensate for 
the cost of their construction. 

There was another item in which economy could 
be introduced, that he could not help noticing. No 
one could travel through the country, and visit the 
little towns and villages, and fail tc see the host of 
idle officers out of service; and there was no doubt 
atall bat a great many of them desired to remain 
on shore. Many of them had been for years on 
shore. Now he thought it surely must be in the 
power of the House to suppress thisevil. The 
House might, by the reportot acommittee, followed 
up by a suitable bill, reduce the number of officers, 
by throwing the idle and inefficient ones out of ser- 
vice. If the House could, by such a resolution as 
that passed in 1821, reduce Majer General An- 
drew Jackson to a private citizen, surely they 
could reduce 50 or 60 idle useless officers of the 
navy. But the reduction ought to be made by a 
general bill, framed for the express purpose, and 
not by an appropriation Dill. 


+ When he heard the venerabie gentleman fron 
Massachusetts say that it was necessary to act io 
an appropriation bill, or not act at all, he was the 
more determined to voie against the reduction pro- 
posed in this bill; for if such was the appalling 
fact, then it was time for the House to try the prin- 
ciple, and see whether, by a deliberate ac’, they 
could not remodel the army and navy both, with- 
out being obliged to legislate for them in an ap- 
propriation bill. He had seen it stated that there 
was some difficulty in obtaining the loan author- 
ized by the act of the present session; and if this 
were so, he did not wonder that capitalists would 
refuse to lend their money to a Government that 
was unable to reduce its army or its navy without 
doing so, in an appropriation bill. All these reasons 
(Mr. J. said) were in his mind when he voted 
against the reduction proposed by the gentleman 
from Georgia; and though he was friendly to it, 
and desired to see no increase either of the army 
or the navy, he could only vote for it in a general 
bill. 


He must beg leave to say a word or two, in 
conclusion, in regard to the navy at large. We 
must have a navy. He would not, like his col- 
league, [Mr. Snyper,] leave commerce to protect 
itself; but, said he, we must protect it by an armed 
marine. Morally speaking, the United States 
were just as much an island as Great Britain. 
Our commerce, too, with Europe, Asia, Africa— 
with all the world—is by water; snd a navy was 
undoubtedly our ablest representative abroad—in- 
deed, more efficient than any diplomatic agent. 
He was very sure that none of our foreign minis- 
ters were of such use for the protection cf cur 
commerce as to ‘have onr flag seen in every part of 
the world. He would add another fact worthy of 
notice. A well-known element—steam—had, as i! 
were, taken up Europe, and put it within ten or 
fifteen days’ sail of our coast. 

The dock-yards of Europe, which used to he at 
a distance of asix or eight week.’ voyage from 
Ameriea, were now within fifteen or sixieen days’ 
sail. And let him tell Western gentlemen that it 
was only necessary to enlarge the Welland cana! 
(a mere affair of bricks and mortar) to enable a 
British or French steamer from Piymonth or Brest 
to bombard Buffalo, or Shawnee'own, or Detroit. 
For these and other reasons, it was. neces ary for 
us to have a navy; and he was for rendering it as 
efficient as possible. He did not, however, etieve 
that it would be expediest to entarge it. A smal 
navy, rather within than beyond our mean’, wou'd 
answer all our purposes better than a larse one; 
and its efficiency must be promoted by es ublish- 
ing a proper discipline. To what was it we owed 
oor brilliant victories in the last war with Great 
Britain, but to the superior discipline of our navy? 
Ships and officers might be mulupiied to any ex- 
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ten'; but, without discipline, they would be com- 
paratively inefficient. 

There was one more fact to which he wished par- 
ticularly to cail the attention of the House. We 
were now nearly equal to the first maritime power 
of the world in our commercial marine, and nearly 
on apar with her in population. He learned from 
a late British publication, which he had lately read, 
written by Mr. Senior, one of the ablest of the 
British writers, that we are the fifth nation in the 
world in point of population; and in extent of 
territory, the second. ‘The great question, then, for 
us to decide, wa*: Do we mean to be the mere cul- 
tivators of pacific relations with other countries? 
or do we mean to open entirely a new career? or, 
removed as we are from Europe, are we to main- 
tain a certain amount of warlike capacity? He 
was as much disposed to economy as any member 
of the House; yet he would not, because the 
finances of the country were temporarily embar- 
rassed, vote to cut down our establishments, or to 
impede th= onward progress of the United States. 
A genileman speaking to him two or three years 
azo on the subject, said that there was not a man 
of intelligence but could, in a couple of years, re- 
store the financial condition of the country. 

He should, therefore, vote to Jet the navy move 
forward in evil, as it the circumstances of our 
country were gcod. It was true that the Govern- 
ment and the country were embarrassed; but our 
resources were not disturbed. Ail the internal 
sources of grandeur remained uninterrupted. He 
thought nothing should be denied, because of our 
difficulties. Those difficulties might easily be 








their respective navy-yards; alo, he was sery to 
have heard the venerable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. Apams) inquire whether there were 
not more officers trom Virginia than from Massa- 
chusetts. : 

He did not himself heed these things. He recol- 
lected to have often heard of tne conversation 
which took place between John and Samue! Adams 
before the 4th of July, 1776. lt wasasked,** Whom 
shall we make commander-in-chiet of the army?” 
John Adams answered, ‘Gen. Heath,” (he be- 
lieved that was the name of the person proposed,) 
who was from Massschusetts. Samuel Adams 
said “No; the commander-in-chief must be a Vir- 
ginian. General Washington must be the man.” 
And Washington was made commander. Samuel 
Adams never asked where the most captains come 
from, and never looked tosectional feelings. These 
local feelings (Mr. I. thought) should be crushed 
in the navy, though they might be the root of legis- 
lation. 

He thought the navy should be looked at with 
regard to other considerations, besides its expense 
and the pay of its officers. Its importance was 
greater in a moral than in a physical point of view. 
It was impossible to read Cooper’s Naval Hi:tory, 
without coming tothe conclusion that we were des- 
tined to be a great naval people. Even in the 
West,among people who could have nothing to 
do with the navy, it was looked upon as an object 
of pride and affection. He was glad to see the 
spirit evinced by many of the Representatives 
from the West. He thought, by deliberate legis- 
lation, the cost of the navy might be reduced to 
remedied; and he wished the question decided two-thirds of its present rate. But it could not be 
whilst the country was in its present situation. He done by jerks and amendments to an appropriation 
begged the majority here, in their action upon the bill. He wished settled and deliberate legistation. 
navy, to look to the interests of a great nation—a Without that, he dreaded lest the service should be 
nation which, ten years heuce, would have twenty- injured. 
five millions of people. 


He would add what he intended to have said 
before, in relation to the war-making power. It | 
did not require an act of Parliament to makea 
declaration of war. The name of Queen Victoria 
or Louis Phillippe to a parchment was enough. 
He called attention to the fact, that during the last 
one hundred and fifty years, the greatest maritime 
power in the world hau dispensed with declarations 


at length in reply to the gentlemen from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. Inceusoti] and from Massachusetts, 
{[Mr. Borne“t,] and in opposition to the ameude 
ment of the Senate increasing the appropriation. 
He said he was prepared for the thunders which 
had come from pensioned presses against the re- 
duction in the appropriation. He denounced the 
Secretary of the Treasury as a blunderer who had 


of war. lt bad strack first, and talked about it af- deceived the House, and whocould not be relied 
terwards. A blow and a word, instead of a word on. He a!luded to the debates in the Senate, where 
and a blow. 


the House of Representatives had been abused, 
and vindicated the House from the aspersions cast 
upon it. The House was four weeks in advance 
of the Senate; had passed three times as many bills; 
sate six hoursa day, whilst the Senate sate but three 
or four; and on Saturday, too, when the Senate 
generally took holyday. He argued in favor of a 
reduction, and quoted the authority of Commodore 
Stewart to sustain his views. 


The Secretary of the Navy had given them a 
report of the number of officers who had done no 
service, for ten years, and the number who had 
done no duty for five years; and he (Mr. Meri- 
WETHER) had looked into the matter to see what 
amount of pay they had drawn during that time. 
He found that the officers who had not been at sea 
for the last ten years, nor yet done any shore ser- 
vice, had drawn from $18,000 to $25,000. Now, 

| it was not the way to make the navy of the United 
| States respected in every sea, if they kept officers 
| to spend their tirmae in the bar-rooms of hotels, or 
built and repxired last year.] He repeated, the || inbed, agonized by the zout, cecasioned by the luxu- 
navy was a powerful bond that held us tcgether. ries which their unearued pay affords. Were men 
After all ovr republican institutions, all the mareh | such as these to sustain the honor and character of 
of mind and improvement of the age, he thougnt || thiscountry?) They could not doit. He did not 
we were the same in character, feeling, andim- || ‘apply these observations to all the officers of the 
palses, as the people who lived ia the cays of || navy; he esteemed many of them for their fidelny 
Greeceand Rome. B:-tieving the navy to be such |} to the service; but he confessed he could give the 
a necessary bond of union, he desired to see it per- || back of his hand to the lazy drones to be found 
fected. He had heard with regret the remarks || in it. 
and controversy between his colleague, (Mr C. | sie then mentioned the case of a person named 
| John J. Young, who, in 1827, bad the misfortune 


He was not disposed to disarm. He was in 
favor of a proper medium. He was glad we were 
in our present difficulties. When he said soseveral 
years ago, he was reviled forit asaradical. Yet 
the opinion was beginning to prevail, that our tribu- 
lation had done the country service. He was glad 
that, in the midst of the financial difficulties of the 
Government, the House was called to vote upon 
the estimates of the Secretary of the Navy. It had 
now to say at once whether, because the two ends 
of the year might not meet at the treasury, it would 
disarm and dismantle the navy, and hereafter be 
compelled to build up again at an increased ex- 
pense. Hie was in favor of consistent legislation 
and expenditures. 

The members of the House sate here undera 
paper Constitai n. Wono'd any man say that this 
paper Con tituion was as strong as the navy in | 
binding us together? [Here Mr. Spriaca asked | 
some questions as to the number, &c., of vessels 











Brown.) and the gentleman from the Noriolk dis- 
trict, Virginia, (Mr. Matxory,) as to the meri's of | to be seriously wounded in both legs, but who was 


Mr. MERIWETHER addressed the committee 
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again put on duty as soon as he recovered; and, 
until 1831, that gallant man remained on duty, 
while many, with both legs sound, did nothing at 
all. These abuses had gone far enough; and he 
entrented the House to stop their further progress, 
and to begin earnestly the work of reform. He 
knew they were accused of, and reproached with, 
invading the rights of the Senate; and they received 
scorn and bitter reproaches on this floor, as well as 
from the press, because they dared to say that these 
abuses ought to be stopped; but he (Mr. M.) was 
satisfied to go home and sustain the outpouring of 
the storm and the thunder which rolled over their 
heads. 

Mr. SPRIGG had incurred some responsibility 
im connexion with this subject. He knew that the 
navy, as an arm of the national detence, had been 
a cherished establishment, and a popular theme. 
Far as was his district from the sea, he knew that 
even there the navy was a popular estab!lishment— 
and, indeed, it ought to be with every man who 
has any regard forthe honor of his country ; but, 
in regard to the exercise of the power of the Ex- 
ecutive and of the Senate, in the multiplication of 
officers, this House had a solemn duty to perform. 
The item under discussion was intended to appro- 
priate money to pay the officers of the navy; and it 
was worthy ef observation, at such a time, that 
this Government had been paying at the rate of 
$250,000 or $260,000 annually for men ‘“waiiung 
orders.” He believed there was a distinction be- 
tween officers waiting orders and those on leave of 
absence: when an officer obtained leave of absence, 
his pay was reduced; but when he was wailing or- 
ders, his pay was very much the same as when in 
actual service. The Secretary of the Navy report- 
ed that last year the amount paid to officers wait- 
ing orders was $261,000, but this year the esti- 
mates were increased to upwards of $295,000. 

At some of the navy-yards, too, the officers had 
nothing todo. He would take Pensacola as an 
instance; and there they might as well have no 
navy-yard at all, for a ship could not even be re- 
paired there. And yet they were paying annually 
from $30,000 to $40,000 for officers there. 


Again: he believed, from the year 1816 to 1834, 
that not a single public vessel had arrived at Ports- 
mouth; and yet for that, also, they paid from 
$30,000 to $40,000 per annum. But although the 
Officers at these yards had little cr nothing to do, 
they had the power to employ as many civil offi- 
cers as they pleased, and as many clerks as they 
pleased, who were paid large salaries, with but lit- 
tle employment. He mentioned these facts, to 
show that in 1841 they had more officers than 
were requisite; and yet they were required by the 
Senate to continue to pay for more than were re- 
quisite. The President, the Senate concurring, 
could employ as many ¢ fficers as he thought proper. 
But, if this House did not choose to become wholly 
subservient to the Executive, it hada greatand an 
important duty to perform; and he maintained thst 
they ought not to increase the appropriation be- 
yond the amount which the House had originally 
proposed. Heentreated gentlemen dispassionately 
to consider this subject before they gave their 
voles. He (Mr.S) had no other feeling than of 
love for his country, whose interests he desired to 
subserve. He entered not upon this subject in the 
spirit of patty, nor with any desire to drive any 
man from the public service; for the country ciaim- 
ed pre-eminence over party, and the interes's of 
the people called for a reduction of their expendi- 
tures; their regard fer ihe naval service, also, would 
prompt them not to bring it into disrepute by the 
continuance of its abuses. 

He could not but view the payment of so large 
asum as $261,000 per annum to officers “waiting 
orders,” as a device to give favor, power, and 
strength to the Executive. They had alse navy- 
yards, and hospitals, and rendezvous, used as strat- 
agems and devices to give men employment; and, 
in this respect, the present Whig Administration 
had been more criminal than any of its predeces- 
sors. The establishments which he had mention- 
ed were devices to give employment to men who 
had nothing to do; and those “waiting orders” were 
in the same situation, with this difference: that, if 
they obtained leave of absence, their pay would 


| by a reduction of the supplies. 
cer who recruiled a man, and he handed him over 


| sistence must be provided. 


| tem entailed upon it? 
| officers, there was also an increase of civil officers; 
| and the increase of expenditures for the repairs, 





' tion while wailing orders; and, in this matter, they 


could only restrain the Executive and the Senate 
Here was an offi- 


to the rencezvous officer, by whom he was trans- 
ferred to the officer of the receiving ship, and by 
him the man was transferred elsewhere. Now, he 
(Mr. Spaiac) believed that one man could do all 
the duty which at some of our navy-yards employ- 
ed some thirty or forty, or cven fifty; but, he re- 
peated, the whole sysiem, to a great extent, was 
but a means io give favor and power to the Ex- 


; eculive. 


He then noticed the large increase of chaplains 
which had recently been made; but this might be 
right, andin the spiritof the age. In the other 
appointments, however, he deemed it necessary 
that the Senate and the Executive should be re- 
strained, by the refusal of appropriations. He 
admitted that, heretofore, he had done much which 
he knew not now how to justify. At the extra ses- 
sion he voted for the rule limiting the subjects for 
consideration, which he now admitted to have been 
ihe most tyrannical and despotic rule that was 


| ever adupted by any legislative body; he could not 
| justify it; he voted for it asa partisan, and under 


Executive dictation. But he could not new go 


| home to his constituents, and tell them that he had 


voted away from $300 000 to $400,000, for which 
no services were rendered. 

Retain this horde of publ'c officers, with power 
to the President to appoint more, and what was 
the consequence? Ships mus: be built, and sub- 
They were told that 
there were now five thousand applications for mid- 


| shipmen’s warrants; and how was the nation to 


sustain the fearful expenditures which such a sys- 
But, with the increase of 


overt the expenditures for the building of ships, 
proved that the system was buta device to give 


' employment to men, and to feed them out of the 


public treasury. 

The increa-e of courts martial, too, he believed, 
arose, in great measure, in invidiousness anda 
desire for promotion. He alluded to the recent 
case of Captain Levy, who had risea in the ser- 
vice from a position in which he learned all its 
subordinate duties, and who, in war and his coun- 
iry’s peril, had gallantly served her; yet, because 
he humanely spared the laceration of a ship-boy’s 
back, resorting rather to the application of a little 
tar and a feather, which the sailors did not con- 


| sider a punishment, he was dismissed from the ser- 


vice. A little ridicule, which was prompted by a 
humane spirit as the punishment of an offender, 
was an offence which nothing could expiate but 
expulsion; while the savage barbarity of ‘‘ihe cat” 
was honorabie and worthy of an American officer. 
Good Heaven! was such to be understood as the 
ruling principle in our service? 

But to return. Taey were involved in no war, 
nor was there aby prospect of a war. 


America. On the contrary, ail nations were desi- 
rous to cultiva’e with her a spirit of iriendship, 
and a perpetuation of peace and ibe arts of peace. 
Phe abuse of the press of the large cities was not 
exiraordinary; for, with officers stationed there, an 
influence was exeriec; aad jet them but increase 


| the number, and thatinfluence too woul increase; 


and the abuse of the press of those who regarded 
the country rather than individuals, would increase, 
too, in a corresponding ratio. But se felt that he 


| should insult the patriotism of the House if he ap- 


pealed to them to adheve to their orginal resolu. 
uon. 

The honorable gentleman then commented on 
the employment of naval officers in the civil de- 
partments of the Government, for want of employ- 
ment at sea; but the expiration of his allotted hour 
brought him to an abrupt conclusion. 

Mr. ADAMS then addressed the committee at 
some length in support of the first and second 
amendments of the Senate, and in opposition to 
the third. 

Mr. McCLELLAN of New York said the pro- 


No part of 
| God Almighty’s creation desired to be at war with 
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viso which was inserted in the bill upen his mo- 
tion, and of which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts |Mr. Apams] had complained, was merely in- 
tended to be temporary. Ls object was not to de- 
stroy, but to save the navy. It was not, as the 
geniieman from Massachusetts had stated, for the 
peity purpose of reducing the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. It originated ina higher and a nobler 
motive than that of mere demagoguism. He 
would remark, that many of the grades in the navy 
had nearly doubled since January, 1841. At that 
time there were 55 post-captains. In January, 
1842, 68 post-captains—an increase of 13. The 
number of commanders during the year was in- 
creased 41; lieutenan's 100; surgeons 10; pursers 
10; chaplains Ll. Whether the chaplains were en- 
gaged in singing songs in the campaign of 1840, or 
not, he knew not; but the number of chaplains in 
the navy was doubled soon afterwards, 

(Mr. McC, was here asked \o state the increase 
of officers from January to March, 1841; to which 
question he replied that he had not a statement 
made out.] 

But, in addition to this large increase of last year, 
it was now proposed to augment the number of 
captains still further, from 68 to 105; and to make 
a similar increase in the number of commanders. 
In order to ascertain what ground there was for this 
extraordinary increase of the officers, it was neces- 
sary to inquire what was the number of vessels in 
1841, and see if they were sufficient to employ all 
these officers. He found from the official report 
of the Secretary that there were ia the navy of the 
United States but 67 vessels, large and small. Re- 
cently he bad received a letier from an officer in 
Virginia—that naval nursery of the United States— 
which pronounced the action of the House to be 
just, and which requested him to offer a resolu- 
tion calling on the Secretary for a statement of the 
quantity of sea-service rendered by each officer in 
the navy. He had received many other letters 
from naval officers, all anonymous, and all ap- 
proving his course. He should, indeed, be glad 
to see how much service had been performed by 
each officer, and how many had spent their time 
living at ease upon the shore, 

There was another fact which justified this 
proviso to the bill. There was no law to limit the 
number of navy officers, whilst in the army not an 
officer could be adced without authority of law. 
Neither could a clerk be appointed in one of the 
depariments, unless there was a law forit. Yet, 
in the navy, everything is left to the discretion of 
the President and Senate. 

Another fact was, thai the estimates for the navy 
for the present year nearly doubie those of former 
years. With this fact to justify them in inserting 
the proviso, the Representatives of the people had 
been denounced as wishing to break down the navy. 
But let the clamor be as great as it might, the 
newspapers could not manuiacture public opinion. 
Taey had multiplied in this country until they have 
become almost a nuisance. He denied that they 
were to be considered as the true exponents of 
public sentiment. 

Again: was not commerce sufficiently protected, 
and had it not been so during the two Jast admin- 
isiralions?) He had never heard it denied; and yet, 
with ail these facts to justify it, the House had 
been denounced, and floods of eloquence poured 
out which would have moved even stones and trees 
in ancient times, because it interfered in entting 
down the estimates of ihe Secretary of the Navy. 
It had been said that it was the privilege of the 
President and the Senate to appoint as many offi- 
cers as they pleased, and the House was bound to 
approve, and furnish the suppiies to pay them. Was 
this House to become a hody of mere automatons 
to register the decrees of the other branches of the 
Governmen'? He hoped its members would not 
permit their high prerogatives to be trenched upon. 

lt bad been said that this proviso did net come 
irom a responsible sougce—that it was not recom- 
mended by the President, the Secretary of the 
Navy, or the Senaie. Perhaps it was objected to, 
because it did not come before the House in the 
potent form of a mandate from the Senate. If so, 


he declared war against such an invasion of the 
Some, however, 


rights of the popular branch. 











said that the House was disorderly, and too numer- 
ous. He knew excitement sometimes cccurred in 
this body. It naturally partook of the feelings of 
the people. In the old countries, where power 
rules, there was no need of excitement. Not so, 
however, ina new and a free country like this 
‘Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty ” But, if 
any undue excitement existed, where did it have its 
origin? He appealed to the country for the truth 
of what he said—that it originated in the other end 
of the Capitol, where there sat somany troubled 
spirits, and so many aspirants after the Presiden- 
tial bauble. He would not now go into detail; but 
could show, if he saw fit, that the Senate was the 
cause of the excitement prevailing in Congress. As 
it was, he hoped that the House would maintain 
the dignity and independence which should be pre- 
served by the popular branch of the Government. 

Bat whilst he was advocating the propriety of 
the compromise, which was introduced into the 
bill upon his motion, there was one officer (a gal- 
lant and meritorious man) whom he wished to be 
excepted from its operation. He alluded to Lieut. 
Wilkes, who had just returned from the exploring 
expedition, in which he spent four years of ardu- 
ous service. This officer had come back to his 
coantry rich with the fruits of knowledge acquired, 
and his squadron laden with the interesting results 
of the discoveries of an antarctic clime. Yet, not- 
withstanding all the benefits which his expedition 
had brought wpon the country, there had been no 
demonstrations of joy at his return. Let an Eng- 
lish lord or novel-writer but put his foot upon our 
shores, and the whvle population arose to do him 
homage. Let us (said Mr. McC.) promote this 
worthy officer. If that object cannot be accom- 
plished in any other mode, let us make him a post- 
captain by the action of Congress. 

Mr. MARK A. COOPER addressed the com- 
mittee at some length in opposition to the amend- 
ment made to the bill in the Senate He was sorry 
to find the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Apams,] after a few days so manfully proposing a 
vote of resistance to the Senate, now giving in his 
adhesion to that body. He thought the gentleman 
should have been consisten', and should have done 
the same for the navy which he did for the army. 
Mr. C. contended that the main object and effect 
of these high appropriations for the navy, were to 
create a necessity for increased taxes. The people 
could not be taxed without a pretext; an, there- 
fore, a great cry was raised in favor of “our gal- 
lant navy,” in order that appropriations might be 
passed. He said he should publish and exhibit to 
his constituents numerous slatisiies, showing the 
expenditures upon the pavy, and the way their 
taxes went. They were willing to be taxed when 
it was necessary, but did not like to be beguiled 
into it by apprehensions of war. He was opposed 
to the navy beyond a certain limit, and in favor of 
administering the Government with as little mouey 
as possible. 

Mr. FiLLMORE addressed the committee in 
vindication of the propriety of many items in the 
bill which had been objected to during the debate. 
After he had concluded, 

Mr. C. BROWN obtained the floor; and, at the 
request of many gentiemen, moved that the com- 
mittee rise and report progress; which metion was 
agreed to and carried into effect. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the Ffouse take up 
the army bill, with the Senate’s amendments there- 
to, and that it be referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON inguired whether it would 
not have. to be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole, before the House could’act upon the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

Mr. FILLMORE said it would, after it had been 
reported from the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The motion was then agreed to; and 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, June 24, 1842. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Navy Depariment, 
covering areport of the result of experiments 
made on the recent invention of Thomas S. 




















Easton, and other inventions to prevent the explo- 
sion of steam-boilers, made by Professor Walter 
R. Johnson, who was appointed for that purpcse 
by the Secretary of the Navy, under a resolution 
of Congress of the 15:h of April. 

Va motion cf Mr. BAGBY, the report was or- 
dered ts lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial from 
a large number of citizens of Buffalo, New York, 
remonstrating against any reduction of the army 
and navy; they pray that the gallant navy may 
be fostered and increased: ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. T. also presented the proceedings and me- 
morial adopted at a meeting held in Iowa county, 
Wisconsin Territory, by those interested in the lead- 
mines. The memorialists state that they do not be- 
lieve that their interests have been fairly represented 
here, or fairly presented to Congress. They ask 
that some regulations be made in regard to these 
mineral lands, that will do justice to all parties: 
ordered to be printed, in connexion with proceed. 
ings of public meetings on the same subject. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana presented a memorial 
similar to the above; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, now having 
charge of memorials of the same character. 

Mr. McROBERTS presented the proceedings of 
a meeting of citizens of the State of Illinois, held 
in Morgan county, in which they ask Congress to 
abolish the franking privilege of members, except 
during the session, and ask a reduction of all the 
expenditures in all branches of the public service; 
which was referred to the Committee on Retrench. 
ment. 

Mr. YOUNG presented additional decuments 
touching the subject of the lead-mines: referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. WALKER presented a memorial from John 
McCaughan, setting forth that there are lands of 
considerable value in the States of Louisiana, Ala- 
bama, aud Mississippi, and the Territory of Flori- 
da, now rendered useless in consequence of the 
flow of tides, and setting forth that it is practicable 
to reclaim those lands; he asks the intervention 
of Congress for that purpose: referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


Mr. SMITH of Indiana, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which had been referred the peti- 
tion of Sheiton Smith, praying the reimbursement to 
him of a sum of money alleged to have been paid to 
the Government for a tract of land, or for another 
tract in lieu thereof, asked that that committee be 
discharged from the furiber consideration of the 
subject on the ground that there was no evidence 
that such land was purchased or paid for; or, if 
paid for, that power existed in the department to 
do justice. The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LINN, leave was granted to 
withdraw the above papers from the files of the 
Senate. 

Nr. HENDERSON presented additional docu- 
menis in relation to the claim of A. B. McMur- 
trie, for lands sold the Government, on which to 
erect a hospital: referred to the Committee on 
Claims. ’ 

On motion of Mr. BATES, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform 
tae Senate when the late superintendents of the public armo- 
ries at Springfield and Harper’s Ferry were removed, and 
whether successors have heen appointed; and if appointed, 
when, by whom, and in virtue of what authority, and the pur- 
port of their commissions. 


Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, asked that that committee might be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the pe- 
tition of Selah Van Duser, of the city of New 
York, praying to be relieved from the liability ia- 
curred as secur:ty on certain custom house bonds. 
The motion to discharge was posiponed. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the unfinished business on the orders—being the 
bill to provide for the satisfaction of the claims 
arising under the 14th and 19th articles of the 
treaty of Dancing Rabbit creek, concluded in Sep- 
tember, 1830. 

The question pending was the proposition of Mr. 
HENDESSON to strike out all the bill after the enact- 
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ing clause, for the purpose of substituting a bill | 


draughied by himsel!; which proposed to allow the 
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Indian claimants land or scrip, insiead of money, 
for their claims, as proposed in the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON demanded the yeas and nays 
Ob the proposition to amend; which were ordered. 

Mr. LINN said he would certainly vote to give 
lands, instead of money to those claimants, if such 
was the purpose of the substitute. 

The question was put, and the substitute was 
agreed to—ayes 18, noes 13 

Mr. MOREHEAD now moved to lay the bill on 
the table. 

Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion; which were ordered, and, the question 
being put, resulted in—ayes 19, noes 20. 

The question now being, ‘Shall the bill be en- 
grossed for a third reading?”— 

Mr. PHELPS said the substitute adopted made 
the bill an entire new one to that reported by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and had none of the 
guards against frauds. He then opposed i's en- 
grossment at great length. 

Mr. HENDERSON ieplied, arguing that the 
substitute adopted was such a one only as could do 
justice to all parties interested; and that, in good 
faith, it had every salutary guard agaiast fraud. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vole by 
which the substitute was adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON demanded the yeas and 
nays on the motion, which were ordered; and the 
question being put, the vote was reconsidered— 
yeas 19, nays 15. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the further consid- 
eration of the bill was postponed til] to-morrow. 

The bill to define and establish the fiscal year 
of the ‘Treasury of the United States, having been 
engrossed, was passed in the following form: 

A BILL to define and establish the fiscal year of the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Be it enacted, &c. That on and after the Ist July, A. D. 3843, 
the fiscal year of the Treasury of the United States, in all mat- 
ters of accounts, receipts, expenditures, estimates, and appro- 
priations, shall commence on the Ist day of July in each year; 
and the report and estimates required to be prepared and laid 
before Congressfat the commencement of each session, by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in obediénce to the acts of Congrese 
of the 2d September, 1789, and of May 10th, 1300, shal! be a re- 
port and estimates for each fiscal year, commencing as aloresaid, 
and terminating on the 30th day of June in the succeeding calen- 
dar year. : 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That it shall be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to submit to Congress, at the 
commencement of the next session, his annual report of the state 
of the finances and estimates of appropriations required for the 
support of the Government for the half calendar year ending on 
the 30th June then nex‘; and separate and distinct estimates for 
the fiscal year ending onthe 30th June, 1844; and estimates for 
receipts for said periods respectively: andthe style and title of 
all acts making appropriations for the support of Government 
shall beas follows, to wit: An act making appropriations (here 


insert the object) for the year ending June 30, (here insert the 
calendar year.) 

Sec.3. And be it further enacted, That the accounts of re- 
ceipts andexpenditures require! by law tobe published annu- 
ally, shall, on and after the Ist July, 1843, be prepared and 
published for the fiscal year, as hereby established; and the 
said accounts for the half calendar year, ending June 3v, 1843, 
shall be prepared and published, as required by law, separate 
and distinct; and all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act are hereby repealed 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the annual state- 
ments of the commerce and navigation of the United States, 
required by law to be submitted to Congress on the first Mon- 
day of December annually, shall be prepared and published 
for each fiscal year as hereby established; and the said state- 
ments for the last quarter of the next calendar year, and the 
two first quarters of the year 1843, ending onthe 50th of June, 
1843, shall be prepared and published, agreeably to the pro- 
visions of law, separate and distinct. 


The joint resolution for the relief of Ferdinand 
Pettrich, having been engrossed, and explained by 
Mr. KING, was read the third time and passed. 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Daniel Pet- 
tibone having been returned from the House with 
an amendment restricting ‘'s provisions, 

Mr. PRESTON moved that the Senate concur 
in the amendment. 

Mr. GRAHAM wished to examine the bill, and 
it was informally passed over till to-morrow. 


THE LITTLE TARIFF BILL. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed, 
as in committee of the whole, the consideration of 
the bill to extend, for a limited period, the present 
iaws for laying and collecting duties on imports. 

The question peuding was the proposition of Mr 
Evans to strike out the proviso in the bill, and in- 
sert ihe following as a substitute : 


“That the distribution of the proceeds of the public lands, 
authorized and directed by the act of Congress passed the 4th of 
September, 184], entitled ‘An act to appropriate the proceeds 
of the sales of the pubiic lands, and to grant pre-emption rights,’ 
shall be, and the same is hereby, suspended and postponed until 
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the Ist day of August, 1842; and the said act of the 4th Septem- 
ber, 1841, shall be no otherwise or further affected or modified, 
than merely to postpone to the said Ist day of August next the 
distribution of the said proceeds directed by that act to be made 
on the Ist day o! July, 1842; anything contained in this act, 01 
the said act of the 4th of September, 1841, to the contrary, not- 
withstanding 


Mr. RIVES addressed the Senate for upwards 
of three hours, in a speech of great power and 
interest, the following sketch being a mere outline 
of some of his leading points of argument. 

He remarked, at the outset, that, in regard to 
the first part of the proviso, [the suspension of the 
distribation act,j and the temporary measure now 
proposed, [the lite tariff bill,] be could not help 
deploring the delay of action oa the part of Con- 
gress which bad made the necessity for bringing 
them forward. It was matter of regret to him, 
and, he might safely say, to the whole country, that 
the adjusiment of the whole tariff question had 
been so long protracted. Efe did not presume to 
say why some general and permanent measure 
had not been brought forward in the early part of 
the session, or who was in fault tor the omissicn. 
It was sufficient to know that no such measure 
could now be matured in time to go loto operation 
immediately afier the 30th of this month, when 
the dutics under the compromise act must come 
down to 20 percent. He was aware that the ne- 
cessities of the Government required more means 
than that rate of duty wonld supply. Bat the 
same thing was equally well known at the time the 
distribution act was passed; and in full view of the 
fact that much mere than 20 per cent. of duties 
would be required after the 30th of June, 1842, 
the clause in that act restoring the Jand jund in 
case of such coniingency was introduced and relied 
upon by those Senators whose votes were based 
ou that compact, and but for which the act never 
could have been passed. Now the contingency 
was at hand, and ke was for carrying out that 
clavse in good faith. 

He was perfectly willing to assent to a tempora- 
ry continuance of the laws imposing a higher ra‘e 
of duty than 20 per ceut., as contemplated by the 
first partof the bill. But while he was willing to 
give his assent to this, he held that it must be taken 
with the regular, legal, and pre-ordained conse- 
quences contemplated by the existing siate of the 
distribution law. By a measure of the last session 
ot Congress, which received as solemn and deliber- 
ate a consideration as any subject ever brovght be- 
fore them, it was solemnly declared that, if at any 
time during the existence of the distribuiion act, 
the rate of duties should exceed 20 per centum, 
from that moment the distribution of the sales of 
the proceeds of the public lands shall cease, and 
continue suspended so long as the cause of suspen- 
sion existed. He did not believe that it was cun- 
tended gravely that the rate of duly contemplated 
by this measure now before them would not exceed 
20 per cent. on many articles, but not on ail. 
Then they were entitled to claim—and he did claim, 
for himself and his country—a strict and faithful 
complance with the stipulations contained in that 
act. It was strong in the reeoilection of Senators, 
that the 20 per cent, proviso was sanctioned by the 
leading triends of distribution themselves. The 
proviso was ratified in both Houses, and it was 
conceded on all sides that it should bea vital, in- 
tegral, and esseatial part of the distribution law. 
With regard to the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] it simply postponed the 
distribution until the Ist of August, at whici. time 
t was proposed to take place, anything in the dis- 
tribution law, or any other law, to the contrary not- 
withstanding. Bat no man had admitted that they 
had the constitutional power to distribute money, if 
they had to raise it by taxation; and yet all these 
principles must be trampled on, to grasp at distribu- 
tion as a practical measure! Nor had any man 
admitted that they had a right to distribute, except 
in case of a surplus. This was the langnage of 
Mr. Clay in 1833, and the languace of all the ad- 
voeates of distribution, from that time to the re- 
cent revival of the measure, when distribniion was 
contended for on the single principle that by “a 
duty of 20 per cent. on luxuries,” in the fashiona- 
bie language of the day, there would be more than 
a sufficiency of means for the support of the Gov- 
ernment; and, therefore, the proceeds of the public 
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lands could be distributed among the indebted 
States. But there was now no surplus—nobody 
dreamed of one; and yet a distribution was con- 
templated and insisted on by Senators, notwith- 
standing the impoverished state of the treasury, 
and the difficulty of negotiating loans to carry on 
the Government. 

Fifteen millions of dollars in revenue was all 
that could be got, under existing laws, from cus- 
toms. Twenty-seven millions was the least sum 
required, according to the estimate of the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means in the other 
House. But where was the balance of twelve 
miliions to be got? Upon credit? The most thrifi- 
less resource ever thought of, even by the prodigal 
son! He showed tha: little dependence was to be 
placed on loans. Out of all the loan bills of the 
extra session and this session, ouly a million anda 
helf had been obtained since the Jast act passed; 
and that, atthe sacrifice of national credit—ninety- 
sevenand a half per cent., be understood from rumor, 
being the rate at which that pittance was obtained. 
How much money was likely to be in the treasury 
on the Ist of August? When the navy appropri- 
ation bill, the army appropriation bill, &c., will 
have been thirty days in force, how much mony 
will be left in the uweasury? How, then, is the 
money to be got, which this proviso says shall be 
distributed to the States on the lst of Avgust, in- 
stead of the Ist of July? Did gent'emen mean to 
borrow it? and, if they did, of whom, and at what 
sacrifice of national honor and national credi:? 
And was this to be done in spite of the want of 
constituuonal power to borrow money for distribu- 
tion, admitted by every one? No man has, bith- 
erto, even dared to propose a distribution, unless 
from a surp!us. When the Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Clay) made his celebrated report in 
favor of distmbuuon, it was en the ground that the 
treasury was then bowed down by the weight of 
surplus revenue, which it was necessary to get rid 
of. Now, the proposit‘on is to distribute from an 
exhausted treasury, which can have no surplus, 
unless created by borrowed money. 

Nothing, he conceived, was so utterly iadefensi- 
bie as the assumption that the public lands are the 
property of the States, and not of the United States. 
‘Phis be argued at great Jength, in opposition to the 
heretofore expressei views of the Senator from In- 
diana, [Mr. Smitu,] and others. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana interposed to explain 
that, as the Senator appeared to refer to him as au- 
thority for the positicn that it was contended by the 
friends of distribution that all the lands called pub- 
lic lands belonged to the States, whether covered 
by the deeds of cession or not, he desired, so far 
as related to himself, to cerrect the Senator. He 
had never so contended. His position, as would 
be seen by his public speeches, was, that the pro- 
ceecs of the lands covered by the deeds of cessfon, 
atier the objects of the cession had been accom- 
plished, were due to the Siates; but, as to the lands 
no! covered by those deeds, they were subject to the 
disposal of Congress, at its discretion, as was declared 
in the Consutation, and comended for by General 
Jackson, the head of the Democratic party. He 
hoped he was understood, and he would not further 
interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. RIVES resumed. He understood the Sena- 
tor to say tha’, after the accomplishment of certain 
purpoves, the preceeds of the ceded lands belonged 
to the States. (Mr. S. nodded assent.] He quoted 
the deed of cession, with a view of sho wing that the 
language was perfecily justified by the condition of 
alliance which held the States together at that time. 
There was to be a common treasury, to which the 
Siates were to contribute. How, then, cou'd that 
compactever be carried out, but by bringing the pro- 
ceeds into the common fund, to be applied to the 
common defence? 

This he expatiated upon at large, and quoted the 
declaration of Maryland—now broughi forward by 
him for the first time, having accidentally discov- 
ered it im the archives of Virginia. After quoting 


cotemporaneous evidence from various authorities | 
in support of bis views, Mr. R. deduced that, what- | 


ever may be Mr. Clay’s views now, when he first 
advocated distribution, and for many years, he 
never broached the idea of anything beyond distri- 











from an 
treasury. 

Reverting to the subjects of revenue and na- 
tional credit, he maintained that the only way to 
resuscitate both was to restore the basis of 
national credit—the public domain. He repudi- 
ated the idea that, by any form of tariff, a perma- 
nent revenue of twenty-seven millions can be 
raised frem imports. He showed that, in a recent 
instance, as acknowledged by Sir Robert Peel, a 
horizontal duty of 5 per cent. added to certain im- 
ports in England, instead of raising £2,000,000, as 
expected, produced only £200,000—a mere tithe of 
the anticipated benefit. If twenty-seven millions of 
dojlars must be raised in this country to supply the 
annual wantsof the Government for years to come, 
it must be either by direct taxes in part, or by 
loans. Would the people submit to direct taxa- 
tion by the General Government for distribution, 
or the repayment of loans Ccistributed? How, then, 
was this abrogation of the good faith pledged in the 
suspension clause of the distribution act, to be jus- 
tified in sueh a condition of things? Did gentle- 
men really expect by any tariff to raise twenty- 
seven millions of dollars annually from the im- 
ports of this country? Did they make no allow- 
ances for the stimulus to contraband trade? If 
they make the attempt, they will be ‘theaded” by 
“Captain Smuggler.” It must at last come to di- 
rect taxation, and then the people would feel the 
policy of such legislation in every fibre of their 
bodies and every pulse of their hearts. 


bution 


inconvenient surplus in the 


He most respectfully called upon his friends to 
pause in their career—to consider well the results 
of a course so delasive—and to ask themselves if 
the safest policy was not the maintenance of their 
obligations. He asked not one tittle beyond their 
compact, but he claimed the fulfilment of their 
bond, 


Mr. CRITTENDEN ofserved that the circume 
stances which called for the passage of this bill at 
ali, were of such urgent nature as to preclu‘te the 
celay which would be cecasioned by a lengthened 
discussion. It was only in that view he could re- 
gret the loss of time, cecasioned by the very elo- 
quent dissertation of the Senator from Virginia, 
on such a variety of subjects; for he could hardly 
have thought it necessary lo waste so much learn: 
ing, research, and eloquence, on a little temporary 
bill, the existence ct which would be but one 
month. 


The only refutation he thought necessary to 
offer to the Senator’s arguments, was a reference 
to his own speeches; he would, if time permitted, 
only ask to oppose the Senator to himself. He would 
set up his vote in favor of the distribution bill of 
last session, as a complete answer to his arguments 
to-day. 

Mr. RIVES reminded the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that be had been induced to vote for that 
measure by the solemn stipulation of the suspen- 
sion clause. His arguments to-day were in favor 
of carrying out the provisions of that bill in good 
faith. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said that was only a small 
part of the bili, and did not affect the main princi- 
ple of distribution; and did not the Senator vote for 
that disiribution ata time he knew there was no 
surp!us in the treasury, and there was no prospect 
that there would be? What, then, became of his 
argument that it was not constitutional to distribute 
anyihing but surplus? But the gentleman says it 
is not constitutional to distribute revenue or loans; 
yet he voted for the twelve million loan of last ses- 
sion, to supply the treasury which was to disburse 
this distribution; and also voted for the distribu- 
tion itself. Now, if no additional tariff was im- 
posed, would not the distribution go on from mo- 
ney in the treasury; and would ihe Senator say he 
did not know whence that money was to be ob- 
tained? Yet, with these recollections fresh in the 
minds of all present, they had heard the reiterated 
arguments and denunciations of the Senator, as if 
he was not a participator. Surely the Senator 


would not shelter himself under the declaration 
that be did not know the condition of the treasury 
when he gave such votes; and he was certain he 
would not state that he meant to mock the States, 





by giving them his vote for what he knew would 
be inoperative and delusive. 

Here Mr. C. entered into a lengthened review of 
the grounds taken by the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. Rives] relative to the national right of prop- 
erty in the public lands. 

He next reverted to the subjects of revenue and 
national credit, and decried the idea that a great 
country like this, abounding in so many sources of 
wealth, and with such a population of enterprising 
and industrious citizens, cou'd be dependent for its 
credit on the possession of a source of income 
yielding nota million and a half of dollars, while 
ithad a hundred millions of dollars worth of im- 
ports toreiy upon forany conceivable amount of ne- 
cessary revenue to meet the wants cf its Governnfent. 
If it should ever come toe that, that direct taxes 
should be resorted to, he wou'd teil the Senator 
frankly, he would be as ready ashe was to take 
back the land fund; for he could then see no differ- 
ence between giving so much tothe people with 
one hand, and taking it back with the other, under 
disadvantageous circumstances. ‘There was noth- 
ing in the Senator’s arguments about the hateful- 
ness of tax-gatherers entering every cottage, that 
was noi equally applicable to the tax-gaiherers of 
the States, as well as the tax-gatherers of the Gen- 
eral Government; and if the distribution saved the 
necessity of visitation from Siate tax-gathereis, the 
people would have reason to be grateful to that ex- 
tent, and would hail the measure of distribution as 
a great blecsing. 

As to breach of faith, he would be glad to know 
whose geod faith was pledged. Was it that of the 
friends of distribution? They did not want an 
restrictive clause. If gentlemen talk of stipula- 
tions, he would be glad to know who made them. 
According to the Senator’s own showing, no stipu- 
lation was made with him—he, at least, cannot say 
any faith was broken with him. 

He never regarded this distribution act in any 
other light than that of an act of common and or- 
dinary legislation, subject to futmie revision and 
correction. Il: is very true that, at the time of 
passing it, the friends of the measure, in order to 
Carry it earlier than they otherwise could carry i’, 
were, for the present, content to modify it so as to 
insure a sufficient number of votes for its passage; 
but surely that was not to preclude them, when- 

ever they should bave a majority strong enough to 
amend the act, from expunging the obnoxious 
clause forced upon them by the circumstances o! 
the moment. Did the Senator mean to contend 
that an act is to be perpetua', or even to continue 
a moment longer in full force than Congress 
chooses, when prepared to repeal or mod:fy it? 
There was no pledgc—ne violated faith. All par- 
ties got by this act just what they could get, and 
no more. Such, too, must be the case now, in re- 
lation to any modifica'ion Ccngress may choose to 
make. 

It seemed to him strange that any doubt should 
be entertained as to the import of the proviso now 

under consideration. 

What is the fact? That Congress is called upon 
to pass a Jaw continuing the revenue Jaws now ex- 
isting for one month. What is fair, on such an 
occasion, with regard to the friends and opponents 
of distribution? ‘Tat the operation cf the act of 
1841, in relation to distribution, should be merely 
suspended during the rise of revenue afier 30th of 
June, 1842, for one month pending the adjustment 
of the whole question. If the compromise act 
were to be carried out, :n ful!, on the Ist of July, 
would not the duties be 5 5, 6, or 7 per cent. higher 
than 20 per cent. wader the home valuaticn and 
cash duties? 

It was but for eae short month. And was it 
right that this temporary act should be allowed to 
suspend the operation of a great national! distribu- 
tion act so long agitated and so solemnly enacted? 
The proviso will continue m operation—so will the 
distribution ac'. How, then, could gentlemen con- 
tend that it would have the effect of a repeal? 
This act will expire on the Ist of August. If then 
the duty should be higher than 20 per cent., how 

can the distribution be made afier that, without 
ww enactment, or daties fail down to 20 per 
cent 
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It was impossible, he conceived, to have any 


other view of the mater, if gentlemen would but 
collate . the laws in existence on the subject. 
He hoped the bill would be passed to-day. 

Ivir. WAL KER said he ai | listened attentively 
to the consiruction which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CritrenpEN,] had attempted to give 
to this bill, and he would acknowledge that, 
if he could bring bis mind to believe that the pro- 
viso would have no other effect than merely to 
postpone the payment of the distribation fund until 
the lst day of August, leaving the provision in the 
distribution bill uninfluenced in any other way, he 
should certainly be in favor of the bill as it came 
from the Honse. But he was coinpelied to say 
that all the arguments he had heard on this point 
bad failed to convince hin. 

Tie Senatur fiom Kentucky, with a view te 
avoid the conclusion that the amendment now 
proposed should have any other effect than that 
which it purported upon its face, stated that it 
merely provided that the distribution act should be 
modified so as to postpone, until the Ist of August, 
the payment of the land fund. This was the very 
thing thathe(Mr. W.) complained of. The payment 
of the fund was to be postponed; and, in the mean 
time, the sere mustremain in abeyance—the right 
of the States to receive any portion of the procesds 
of ion sales of the public lands, during that period 
when a higher rate of duiies than 20 per cent. we 
levied, should cease—the right o. the General 
Government should accrue, and fasten uron this 
fund—and that it should stand upon the same 
basis as any other source of revenue. This would 
be the effect of a mere postponement of the opera- 
tion of the distribution act to the lst of August; or, 
if they had merely raised the duties above 20 per 
cent, and gone no turther, the operation of such an 
act would have been simply to suspend the distri- 
bution during that period. But, by this aet, they 
had, in the first y raised the da ies above 20 





nace, 


per cent., and thy then came in and declared that 
it shouid not ave this effects; bat that, instead of 
letting the proceeds of the public fand sales go 


back, as provided by the distribution act, to the 
treasury of the General Government, the day of 
payment merely should be postponed until the Ist 
day of August, at whieh time disiribution should 


lake place, netwithstanding the duties had been 
raised above 20 percent. Could it be denied that, 
if an act were passed raising the duties to 25 
per cent., to continue for a particular period, 
and it was declared that it should not have 
sach an effect upon the distribution act as to bring 
back the land fund to the public treasury; and then 


a subsequent act were pa-se/, raising the rate of 
daties sull higher, and continuing the high rate 
permanently—ihat the distribution would go on, 
notwithstanding, in the bill last passed, there might 
not be asirgie word in relation to the distribution? 
Gent'emen declared that they had not repealed the 
proviso of the distribution law; but if they had 
not done so in so many words, they had modified 
the enactment in such a manner as to take away 
the penaity in ail time tocome. And where was 
the difference between an absolute repéal and such 
a modification of the provision as permits duties 
above twenty per cent.to be levied, and at the 
same time to permi: the distribution to go cn? Here, 
then, was the point. They first raised the duties 
above twenty per cent.; and if they had stopped 
there, distribution would have ceased. But they 
were not con‘ent with this, but went on to declare 
that their enactment should not have that effect. 
Did they not, then, dispense with the penalty ‘vhich 
was to be incurred upon the raising of the duties? 
And having once dispensed with it, they would 
not, asa patural consequence, have it restored; 
bat, on the contrary, it would be permanently ab- 
rogaied; move especially if they went on to pass a 
revenue bill which would give a permanent in- 
creased rate of duties. Maintaining these opinions, 
he, of course, felt bound to vote against the amend- 
ment. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he did not rise for the 
purpose of entering into the general debate; but 
merely to present to the Senate a distinct view of 
the question before them. He would make asin- 
gle observation upon the question as to whether the 


amendment preposed by the Senator frou iv!) x ine 
(Mr. Evans] would operate as a permanent reps al 
of the proviso to the sixth section of the distribu- 
tion act. He had, on yesterday, expressed the 
Opinion that such would not be the case; and that 
Opinion remained unaltered. And he believed that 
no person, after a careful perusal of the amend- 
ment, could place any other cons!ruction upon it 
than he haddone. Buthe had risen at present 
merely to state the true operation and effect of the 
proposed amendment. 

In his opinion there was but little difference be- 
tween the amendment and the proviso which it 
proposed to strike out. Under the bill as it came 
from the House, the first instalment under the dis- 
tribution law would be payable to the States on 
the Ist day of July; whilst the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine would postpone the payment 
until the Ist of August. ‘This was the whole dif- 
ference. If Senators supposed that the amend- 
ment changed the original bill in any other pactic- 
ular, they were mistaken. 

Yhe great question still remained, whether any 
portion of the proceeds of the public lands ought to 
be distributed, in violation of the proviso to the 
sixth section of the distribution law? and this ques- 
ion was as fairly raised by the Senator’s amend- 
ment as it had been by the proviso to the bill as it 
came from the House. The avowed andj mani- 
fest purpose of the amendment was to save to the 
States the first instalment under the distribuuion 
law, notwithstanding the bill to which it was an- 
nexed increased the duties on imports to a rate 
above twenty percent. If this bill were to become 
a law before the Ist day of July, without any pro- 
viso whatever, the distribution of the instalment, 
which would otherwise have become due on that 
day, wouid be suspended and gone. This bill, then, 
in any event, whether the proviso from the Heuse 
or the amendment of the Senator from Maine shall 
prevail, will save the first instalment for the States. 
The amendment will accomplish this purpose as 
effeaiuaily as the proviso -_ the House. Both 
equally preserve the right, and prevent the forfeit- 
ure. It was in vain for Senators to attempt to 
evade the question ¢° akin by any such modi- 
fication of the original bill as the amendment pro- 
posed. 

If arevenue bill raising the duties to 40 or 50 
por cent. were to become a Jaw before the Ist day 
of August, and if it were even silenton the sub- 
ject of distribution, the right to this first instalment 
would be irrevocably fixed, and it must be paid 
over to the States on that day. The right is not 
affected by this amendment; but, to use ils own 
language, the payment merely “is suspended and 
postponed until the Ist day of Aagnst, 1842.” 

In point of princisle, then, the question arises as 
much upon this amendment, as if it were a pro- 
position absolutely to repeal the proviso to the 
sixth section of the distribution law. The ques- 
iion, shall the operation of this proviso be sus- 
pended for cne month, and in regard to one in- 
stalment, involves the principle as effectually as if 
the proposition were to suspend it forever. It is true, 
that the interest to be effected would not be so 
great; but the principle which must govern, is the 
same in both cases. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine, then, is less obnoxious than the 
original biil, only because it extends the time ot 
payment for one month; and this indu'gence is 
given in the avowed hope that the general revenue 
bill, which we expect from the House, will con- 
tain a clause to repeal absolutely the proviso to 
the sixth section of the distribution law. This, 
then, is the favorable moment to decide the ques- 
tion; and fortunate it is that it arises upon a bill of 
comparatively small importance. 

This (said Mr. B.) was allthat I had intended to 
say whenI rose. But I must proceed a little further. 
The necessities of the treasury, as we!l a* the 
great interes's of the country, imperiously demand 
the passage of a revenue bill at the present ses:ion 
of Congress. Whilst I wou!d strietly limit the 
amount of revenue to the necessary expe nditures 
of the Government, and the gradual extinguish- 
ment of the existing public debt, yet I would make 
just and reasonable discriminations in favor of 
domestic manufactures, If we shall not split upon 
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the rock of distribution, such a revenue bill as 
ought to be satisfactory to all interests will become 
a law before the close of the present sessicn. But 
I confess I fear the result. I now say, in my place, 
that all these great interests are to be perilled by 
connecting them with this miserable scheme of 
distribution. It seems to be the determination 
ihat they shall rise or fall together; and that the 
treasury shall become bankrupt, and the labor of 
the country shall lose all incidental protection, un- 
less my Whig friends can obtain the proceeds of 
the public Jands for the States, They have, in 
effect, resolved that no adequate revenue shall be 
provided for the country—no incidental protection 
beyond a duty of 20 per cent. shall be afforded to 
manufactures, unless at the same time they can 
repeal that clause in their own favorite Jaw, which 
suspends the distribution of the proceeds of the 
puvlic Jands when duties shall be raised above 
iwenty per cent. I now entertain serious appre- 
hensions whether any satisfactory revenue law 
will pass at the present session. In that un- 
fortunate event, how can Senators justify their cor- 
duct to their constituents? Will it be any answer 
for them to say, we would not provide for the 
wants of the treasury, and afford incidental pro- 
tection to the great interests of the couatry, be- 
cause we could not, in the same bill, obtain the dis- 
tribution of the proceed of the public lands? 


And, after all, about what are we centending ? 


Toe receipts from the public lands during the 
first six months of the present year will amount to 
about $400,000, according to the statement of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Woopsvry.] 
The expenses to be deducted from this sum, under 
the provisions of the distribution law itself, and 
the per centage to the new States, will reduce the 
ameunt to about $260,000 ; but, to give a broad 
margin, I shall say $300,000. The share of the 
State of Pennsylvania would then be about 
$30,000. And for this comparatively paltry and 
pitifulsum, would you jeopard the great interests 
of the country and destroy its prosperity? I have 
been amazed beyond expression while witnessing 
the pertinacious obstinacy wiih which Senators 
hold on to the Jand distribution—and that, too, ata 
time when the ordinary revenue of the year will 
fall short of its ordinary expenditures at least seven 
millions of dollars, and when there is an existing 
national debt of more than twenty millions. They 
not only insist upon giving away what they have 
not got to give, but, unless they are permitted to 
do so, that every interest of the country must be 
paralyzed, rather than that they should yield. Sach 
aspectaci¢, I venture to say, was never before 
presented in the legislation of any Government. 
In debt for the past, and without the means of 
meeting our current expenses, we are struggling to 
give away a few hundred thousand dollars which 
we have received from the public lands. 


What connexion necessarily exists between the 
two subjects? Why not separate them? Let us 
have one revenue bill, and another bill to repeal 
the proviso contained in the 6th section of the dis- 
tribution law. Then we can each act freely, fairly, 
and independently. 


They claim to be great friends of domestic man- 
ufactures; but how do they manifest their friend- 
ship? Suppose they can succeed in passing a rev- 
enue law, with the distribution clause annexed to 
it: what will be consequence? That which the 
manufacturing interest ought most to wish for, is a 
permanent, fixed arrangement of the tariff. The 
manufacturers ought to know on what they may 
depend, and then they wi!l make their business con- 
form to it. Changes in the revenue Jaws, from 
year to year, make their business a lottery—and a 
lottery which has ruined thousands. Permanency 
—permanency is what they ought most to desire, 
and what they do most desire. But can any per- 
son for a moment suppose that any tariff law will 
be permanent which contains a clause for distribu- 
tion? Toe moment the party which has ever been 
opposed to squandering away the land fund, that 
they consider a sacred fond for the defence of the 
country, shall obtain power, the question will again 
be agitated; this fund wiil be restored to the Gen- 
eral Government; and a new adjustment of the 
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tariff must be made. This will be the inevitable 
consequence. 

The subject of domestic manufacterss wi!l thus 
erntinue to be involved in the party politics 
of the country—an event more to be deprecated by 
its friends than any other result. Never was there 
a more propitious time than the present moment 
for setiling this great interest upon fixed and per- 
manent foun‘tations: and never was it in greater 
danger, from its forced and unnatural connexion 
with Jand distribution. 

My opinion, in regard to the true construction of 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine, re- 
mains as it was yesterday. Itis, I think, too clear 
for argument, that it is not a general, but merely a 
temporary repeal, for one month, of the proviso to 
the sixth section of the distribution law. If the 
construction of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
WALKER] were correct, we ought all to rejoice. If 
he will prove that this amendment is an absolute 
and perpetual repeal of the proviso,—by the very 
same arguments, [ will establish that it is a repeal, 
not merely of the proviso, but of the whole distri- 
bution law, of which it is but a part; and thus we 
shail get clear of tbe law itself in the easiest possi- 
ble manner. The amendment of the Senator from 
Maine is not so bad as the clause proposed to be 
stricken out, simply because it postpones the pay- 
ment one month longer; and, in the present state of 
the treasury, if I vote at all, I shall vote in its fa- 
vor. I need scarcely say that I am oppesed to both; 
and, whether the one or the other be adopted, I 
shall vote for striking it from the bill. 

Mr. ARCHER considered that one great issue 
was overlooked—that the whole revenue of the 
United States would cease to exist after the 30th of 
June, as triumphantly proved by the arguments of 
the Senator from Connecticut yesterday. Would 
the Senator leave the Government without the 
means of being carried on, and refuse to pass this 
bill? 

[Mr. Bucuanan, from his seat, said, Then strike 
out the proviso.] 

He would answer the Senator by saying he 
would readily do that, if it was in his power. 
Sooner than not provide revenue, he would assu- 
redly strike it out. He could not, under any con- 
tingency, allow this Government to fall into disso- 
lution, deprived of the proper means to carry 
it ou. 

His own conviction was, that this distribution 
should not have been introduced in this bill at all. 
But if the House will play this game of pertinacity, 
it sball play it without his participation. He 
would vote for this proviso, because he could not 
control the measure, by wholly excluding the sub- 
ject from this indispensable revenue bill. A power 
which he could not control, forced these subjects 
on him; and he was bound to take both, or reject 
both. He should, therefore, take both. 

Mr. KERR remarked that he was bound by no 
supposed compromise or agreement in relation to 
this subject; and heartily approving of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine, he would give to 
it his support. 

Mr. ARCiiER observed that he had risen to 
make a correction. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania had said he understood circulars had been 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, stating 
the manner in which the duty was to be collected. 
He had just learned that the circulars issued by 
the Secretary of the Treasury were the very re- 
verse—to say that he could give no directions, 
haviag referred the matter to the Attorney Gen- 
eral, who had not yet returned his answer. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said the Attorney General’s 
answer had been returned. 

Mr. ARCHER said he had not heard of it. He 
then made some further explanations. 

Messrs. BUCHANAN and WALKER showed 
that the law of March, 1833, (the compromise act,) 
taken in connexion with the law of 1832, and sub- 
sequent laws recognising the limitation of 20 per 
cent. contained in the compromise act, left no pos- 
sible doubt that the revenue could be collected 
after the 30th of June, 1842; and that, therefore, 
there was nothing in the objections urged by the 
Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Huntinaton,] and 
the Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Ancuer,] that the 





Government would be left without revenue if this 
bill was not passed. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON did not see how the addi- 
tion for home valuation, supposed to be in the 
power of the Secretary of the Treasury to make, 
could be collected in addition to the 20 per cent. of 
the compromise act, which expressly says that no 
more than 20 per cent. shall be collected. He 
went at large into the subject of home valuation, 
with a view of showing that, without further expo- 
sition of Jaw, it was impracticable to collect more 
than 20 per cent. under any form, even if no doubt 
existed that 20 per cent. could be collected. 

The question being on the proposition of Mr. 
Evans to strike out the proviso in the bill, and to 
insert his modification of it— 

Mr. PRESTON called for a division of the 
question, so as to have the vote taken first on 
striking out the proviso. 

The CHAIR ruled that the question to strike 
ont and insert was indivisible; and read from page 
170 of the rules in support of his decision. 

Mr. PRESTON desired very much to have the 
question separated; but as that could not be done, 
he had but a few words to say. He understood 
the operation of the bill to be, to raise revenue, and 
at the same time to distribute money from the na- 
tional treasury to the States. This was unwise 
legislation. Itseemed to him that it was inexpe- 
dient to leave the question of distribution open in 
the manner intended, as it would embarrass the 
action of Congress on the most important question 
of the session—the adjustment of the tariff. 

Mr. EVANS demanded the yeas and nays on 
his proposition, Which were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being put, it resulted in the affirmative—yeas 
23, nays 18, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Evans, Graham, Hen- 
derson, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, 
een Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, White, Woodbridge 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Berrien, Cuthbert, Fulton, 
King, Linn, McRoberts, Preston, Rives, Smith of Connec- 


ticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, Wright, 
and Young—l18. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and the 
question being on concurring with the amendments 
of the committee of the whole— 

Mr. KING said he wanted to test the sense of 
the Senate whether they would have any proviso 
in the bill or not; he moved to strike out the pro- 
viso, as amended. 

Mr. GRAHAM thought the question should be 
first taken on concurring with the committee of the 
whole in its amendments. 

The CHAIR decided that this would be the pro- 
per course of proceeding. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to amend the proviso, to 
the same effect as was proposed by Mr. BucHanan 
when the bill was in committee of the whole, viz: 
to strike out all after “1842” in the proviso, as fol- 
lows: 

“And the said act of the 4th September, 1841, (the distribution 
act.) shall be no otherwise or further affected or modified, than 
merely to postpone to the said Ist day of August next the dis- 
tribution of the said proceeds directed by that act to be made 
onthe Ist day of July, 1842; anything contained in this act, 
or the said act of the 4th September, 1841, to the contrary, not- 
withstanding.” 

Mr. W. demanded the yeas and nays on striking 
out, which were ordered; and the question being 
put, it was decided in the negative—yeas 19, nays 
22, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, Cuthber 
Fulton, Henderson, King, Linn, McRoberts, Rives, Smith o 
Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Evans, Graham, Hun- 
tington, Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Simmons, 
Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—22. 

The question was then put on concurring in the 
amendments of the committee of the whole, and 
the Senate concurred. 


Mr. KING (it now being in order) moved to 
strike out the whole proviso to the bill, as amended; 
and on that motion demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and, the question being put, 
it was decided in the negative—yeas 21, nays 21, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messts, Allen, Archer, Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, Headerson, King, Linn, McRoberts, Preston, 
Rives, Smith of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wil. 
cox, Woodbury, Wright, and Young—2l. ; 

















NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, Clayton 
Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Graham, Huntington, Kerr, Man- 
gor Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Simmons, Smith of 
ndiana, Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—2l. 


Mr. WOODBURY observed, that he should 
delay the Senate but a moment, to show that the 
proviso of the Senator from Maine, as now word- 
ed, would defeat his intention, as explained yester- 
day, and the intention of his friends, as explained 
to-day. They all now agreed that they meant, by 
this proviso, to postpone or suspend the payment 
merely of the proceeds of the public lands during 
the month of July, but not to s:.spend or defeat the 
right of the States to the proceeds accruing in 
that month—intending that the Siales should re- 
ceive these proceeds next January, when the next 
semi-annual payment will arrive, provided that, in 
the meantime, no new legislation occurs aliering 
the distribution act. This is what they allege is 
intended. But is that the grammatical and legal 
operation of the words used in the new provisv? 
So far from it, sir, the proviso suspends and post- 
pones the “‘distribution” itself—that is, the right to 
the proceeds acerning in Jaly—and does not say it 
postpones merely the payment of the proceeds. 

That I am right in this is manifest, because the 
word payment is not mentioned in the proviso, but 
only the word distribution; and, in the act, to di- 
vide the proceeds of the lands, passed last Septem- 
ber, the same word disfribution is the very term 
used, and properly used, in the prcviso there, to ex- 
press the right to the proceeds, which is to be sus- 
pended while the duties are above twenty per cent. 
Thus the proceeds are to be divided ina certain ra- 
tio among the States in one section of the bill, and 
which division is the distribution; whereas the pay- 
ment of these proceeds semi-annually is provided 
for in a separate section, and is not the distribution 
tself, but merely the payment of it, 


So that the Senator’s new proviso, in truth, sus- 
pends not the payment only during July, but sus- 
pends and defeats the right itself of the States to 
the proceeds accruing in that month. Hence he 
would vote for it, except that it is useless—-since 
the bill without it, and with the old proviso coming 
from the House struck out, would effect the same 
result. 

In order to aveid this question entirely, so em- 
barrassing—and to shun the whole difficulty about 
violating the spirit of the distribution act—he 
would propose an amendment to come in afier the 
clause extending the operation of the existing laws 
a month longer. 

It would let those laws he extended so as to 
avoid the apprehensions and troubles of those 
thinking no duties now over 29 per cent. couid, 
by the present laws, be collected after the Ist of 
July; but, at the same lime, it would reduce the 
present duties after that date to twenty per cent. 
This would enable us to accomplish the great real 
object professed in the bill—to go on safely afier 
the Ist of July in collecting revenue; and, at the 
same moment, by reducing the duties to 20 per 
cent. during that month, would avoid any difficu!ty 
as to the distribution bill. 

His amendment was in these words: Insert in the 
9th line of the bill, after the words “30th June, 
1842,” the words ‘‘no duty sha!l be assessed at a 
higher rate than will be equivalent to 20 per cent.” 

The question was put en the amendment, and 
it was disagreed to. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved an amendment, which, 
after a few remarks from Mr. WRIGHT, showing 
that it could not effect the object intended, was 
withdrawn. 

The amendments to the bill were then ordered 
to be engrossed; which, having been done, the bill 
was read the third time; and, 

The question now being, “Shall the bill pass?” 

Mr. WALKER demanded the neas and nays; 
which were ordered; and the bill was read, as {ul- 
lows: 

AN ACT to extend fora limited period the present laws for lay- 
ing and collecting duties on imports. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
all laws in actual operation on the first of June, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-two, regulating and fixing the amount and rate 
of duties to be levied and collected on goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise imported into the United States, and prescribing the 
mode of collecting the same, and all provisions relating thereto, 
ghall continue and be in force as they existed oa that day until 
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the first day of August, eighteen hundred and forty-two, at 
which time, if there be no further legislation on the subject, the 
laws for laying an 1 collecting duties shall be the same as though 
this act had not been passed; anything iu the act entitled “An 
act to modify an act of the fourteenth day of July, one thousand 


ight hundred and thirty-two, and ail other acis imposing duties 
on imports,’ approved March second, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-three, to the contrary in anywise notwithstanding: Pro- 


vided, That the distribution of the proceeds o! the public lan! 
authorized and directed by the act of Congres 


or) 


passed the 4th 


of September, 1541, entitled ‘An act to appropriate the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands, and to grant pre-emption 
rights,”’ shall be, and the same ts hereby, suspended and post- 


poned until the Ist day of August, 1842; and the said act of the 
{th September, 1841, shall be no otherwise or further affected or 
mou:fied, than merely to postpone to the said Ist day of August 
next the distribution of the said proceeds directed by that act 
to be made on the Ist day of July, 1842; anything contained in 
this act, or the said act of the 4th of September, 1841, to the 
contrary, notwithstanding. 
The bill was passed by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Clayton, Conrad, Crafts, Crittenden, Evans, Graham, Hender- 
son, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, 
Porter, Simmons, Smith of Indiana, Tallmadge, White, and 
W oodbridge—24. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, Cuth- 
bert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Preston, Rives, Smith 
of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Woodbu- 
ry, Wright, and Young—19. 

Mr. PRESTON gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask the Senate to consider the bill for 
the re-organization of the army. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 24, 1842. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Indiana offered a resolu- 
tion, which was adopted, calling upon the Secre- 
tary of War for the report of the geological survey 
of the Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa. 

Mr. TOLAND, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin 
Heban: read twice, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House, and made the special order for 
to-morrow. 


On motion of Mr. PENDLETON, the commu- 
nica'ion from the Secretary of the Navy in relation 
to a war steamer on the Western waters, was taken 
up and referred. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill granting the right of pre- 
emption to seitiers in Wisconsin and Iowa; also, a 
bill for the relief of certain settlers in Wisconsin 
and Iowa: read twice, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House, and made the special order 
for to-morrow. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST presented the memorial of 
the Mechanics’ Association of Providence, in favor 
of a protective tariff. 

Mr. FILLMORE called for the orders of the 
day during the morning hour. 


VIRGINIA MILITARY BOUNTY LANDS. 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution, offered some days since: 

“Resolved, That a select committee be appointed to inquire 
into the amount and character of the expenditures which have 
been made by the Government, in satisfaction of bounty land 
claims allowed by the State of Virginia; what amount of like 
claims are still outstanding; whether any further legislation of 
Congress is necessary to secure the treasury against the pay- 
ment of improper er unfounded claims of that description, [to 
which was added, on the motion of Mr. Witt1am O. Goong, | 
or to satisfy outstanding claims, which are just and well found- 
ed; and that said committee have leave to report by bill or 
otherwise.”’ 


Mr. W. O. GOODE, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the House in favor of the amend- 
ment which he had offered. He disclaimed having 
any interest in the matter beyond that of any other 
member. All he desired was to see the honor and 
faith of the nation preserved. His colleague had 
clearly demonstrated that this was nota Virginia 
claim. That State had no interest in it, beyond 
that of amere trustee. The parties to be benefited 
were mostly to be found among the intrepid set- 
tlers of the Western States. He regretted the con- 
nexion of Virginia with the subject, and believed 
that that fact had prejudiced the claim in the minds 
of many members. He wished it could be decided 
without mentioning the State of Virginia; for there 
seemed to be an especial proclivity in the minds of 
many gentlemen to sneer at and deride every thing 
which was connected with that old Commonwealth. 
The time was when this was noi the case, and 
when the recollection of what Virginia had done 
for the Union, in its day of peril, was fresh upon 
the hearts of all. 











| 
| 
| 
| 


679 

After expressing his regret that he had to speak 
so much of his own State, and might thereby subject 
himself to the charge of vanity as her Representa- 
tive, Mr. G. paid an eloquent iribute to the char- 
acter and glory of his native Siate, and entered 
into a history of the exertions which she made in 
behalf of the country during the busy scenes of 
the Revolution. Heexamined the nature of the 
claim, and replied to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Vermont, [Mr. Hatt,] and particularly bis 
assertion that the committee of the House of Dele- 
gates of Virginia had been guilty of falsehood in 
their report upon the subject. 


Mr. J. COOPER obtained tae floor, and moved 
the previous question. 

Mr. HALL desired to reply to the preceding 
speakers, who had commented on the remarks 
which he had made at the commencement of the 
discussion on this subject. 


Mr. GOODE entrcated the gentieman from Penn- 
sylvania to withdraw the motion for the previous 
question; but if he could not consent to do so, he 
invoked the House not to do the gentleman from 
Vermont the injustice of cutting him off from a 
reply. 

Mr. COOPER withdrew the motion. 

Mr. EYALL then offered an amendment: 

He said he desired to offer some remarks on this 
amendment, but the morning hour was nearly ex- 
pired. He, however, would proceed, if ihe House 
would consent to dispose of this subject to-day. 


Mr. FILLMORE said he was willing that the 
subject should be disposed of, but he desired that 
the House should determine; and therefore he 
moved that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. COWEN pleaded in behalf of the private 
calendar; and the House did not agree to go into 
Committee of the Whole. 


The SPEAKER begged to state that there were 
from 30 to 40 bills before him on the private cal- 
endar, which were ready to be put upon their pas- 
sage, if there was no objection. [Cries of “Agreed, 
agreed.”’] 

The House then to.k up and passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill for the relief of John Underwood. 

A bill to amend and explain the acts passed on 
the 4th July, 1836, and on the 7:h July, 1838, al- 
lowing pensions to the widows of deceased officers 
and soldiers of the Revolution. 

A bill for the relief of John Johnson. 

A bill for the relief of Eugene Bosel. 

A bill to confirm the widow and heirs of Eman- 
uel Trickle in their claim to a tract of land. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas W. Chinn. 

A bill to confirm Antonio Cherino in bis claim 
to a tract of land in the State of Louisiana. 

A bill for the relief of John Keith of New York, 

A bill for the relief of George Morris. 

A bill for the relief of George Sutherland. 

A bill for the relief of Phillis Faiton. 

A bill for the relief of Presley Gray. 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Hutchinson. 

A bill granting a pension to Catharine Allen, 
widew of Henry Allen. 

A bill for the relief of Margaret MeMarty, 
widow of John McMurty, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of Catharine Wilscn, widow 
of James Wilson, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of Hannah Waldo, widow 
of the late Captain Samuel Thompson, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of Hannah Carrier. 

A bill for the relief of Nathan Baldwin, of New 
York. 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Gibbs. 

A bill for the relief of Christina Lowe. 

A bill for the reliet of Mary Rand. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Oliver Parish, deceased. 

A bill for the relief of Elisha Davis. 

A bill for the relief of Amy Van Wart. 

A bill for the relief of Sally Day. 

A bill for the relief of Catharine W. Callendar. 

A bill for the relief of Sally McCraw. 

A bill for the relief of Mary Pike. 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Colonel John EH. Stone, 
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A bill giving Catharine Lehman the benefit of 
the sct of 7 « July, 1838. 

A bill givirg Sally Pratt the benefit of the act of 
Tih July, 1838. 

A bill for the relief of Wm. Slocum. 

A bill for the relief of John E. Wright. 

A bill forthe relicf of F. B. DeBellerue. 

A viii ior the relief of Wm. Glover. 

A bi!! vranting a pension to Jeremiah Kimball. 

A bill tor the relief of Benjamin C. Roberts. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas D. Gibson. 

A bill for the relief of Eli Wheat and Stephen 
White. 

A biil for the relief of James Seaburne. 

A bill for the relief of John B. Pierce. 

A bill for the relief of John Core. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and representa- 
tives of Josias Thompson. 

A bill for the relief of Charles F. Sibbard. 

A bill for the relief of Elliot Smith and Nathan 
Farnsworth. 

A bill for the relief of Henry Lee. 

A bill for the relief of George H. Walker. 

A bill to compensate the township of Dublin, in 
Mercer county, Ohio, for the loss of school lands. 

A bill for the relief of James L. May. 

A bill for the relief of Robert Davis. 

A iil for the relief of the representatives of 
Major General Baron DeKalb, deceased. 

The bill for the relief of Hugh Stewart was 
negatived—ayes 70, noes 78. 

On motion by Mr. COWEN, the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Joun C. Crarx in the chair,) for the purpose of 
taking up the private calendar, and acted on the fol- 
lowing bilis, which were severa!ly laid aside to be 
reported. 

The bill for the relief of the president, directors, 
and company of the Agricultural Bank of Missis- 
sippi. 

he bill to confirm the title of James Journey 
in his claim to a tract of land; and 

The bill to confirm Elizabeth Burriss, her beirs 
or assigns, in their claim toa tract of land. 

The bill for the relief of James C. Watson, of 
the State of Georgia, was called; when 

Mr. ADAMS objected to itsconsideration. He 
did not wish the House to become a party to the 
slave-trade. 

[The bill is to refund certain moneys paid by 
him for the purchase of slaves in Florida, taken 
from the Seminoles, which the Government afier- 
wards took from him, and restored to the Indians; 
and 

This being the day on which, under the rules, 
private bills are to be considered without debate, 
the objection of any member was sufficient to 
cause a bill to be laid aside. ] 

Mr. CARUTHERS asked leave to say a few 
words in explanation. He was satisfied, if per- 
mitted to do so, that he could remove the objec- 
tions of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ADAMS and others objected. 

The next bil! coming up was called; when 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia objected, and said that 
he wouid object toevery biil that came up, till the 
objection was withdrawn to the bill for the relief of 
James C. Watson. It was as just a’claiza as ever 
was presented. 

{Cries of “Order! order!”] 

Mr. BLACK said that he would also make the 
same objections. 

Mr. COOPER then said that if the House would 
permit the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ca- 
RUTHERS] !o make a short explanation, he would 
withdraw his objections. 

[Cries of **Order! order!—no bargains.”] 

Mr. PROFFIT moved that the committee rise; 
and, On pniting the question, there appeared to be 
—ayes 57, noes 48. 

No quorum voting, the committee rose, and the 
chairman reported the three bills above mentioned. 

Mr. ADAMS rose to a question of order. He 
understood that three bills were reported; and it 
was not competent for the committee to report bills 
when there was not a quorum. 

Mr. JOHN C. CLARK, the chairman, said that 
it was through inadvertence that the bills were re- 
ported. He now begged leave to amend his re- 
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port, by stating the /act that there was no quorum 
present. F 

Mr. ADAMS moved a call of the House. 

The mo'ion for a call of the House was carried 
—ayces 105, noes 47. Subsequently, however, 
the call was dispensed with. 

The House then again resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House (Mr. J. C. Crank 
in the chair.) 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said it was evident, from 
the temper of the commiliee when it .ose, that no 
business could be transacted. He therefore hoped 
the committee would rise. 

A number of bills were read by their titles, 
to which Mr. COOPER of Georgia objected; 
and they were severally laid aside. 

Mr. McKENNAN said he heped the reporters 
would mention who objecied to all these bills. 

Mr. M. A. COOPER. I will report it myself, 
if the gentleman desires it. 

Here considerable conversation on poinis of or- 
der took place between Messrs. G. DAVIS, TAL- 
IAFERRO, UNDERWOOD, and JAMES. 

The Clerk then proceeded with the calendar, to 
several of the bills on which Mr. COOPER object- 
ed. 

When the bill to provide for the payment of the 
Georgia militia came up, Mr. COOPER asked that 
its title might be read again; whereupon, a number 
of members objected to it. 

Some of the objections having been withdrawn, 
the calendar was proceeded with until the Clerk 
reached the end. The several bilis, with the ex- 
ception of that for the payment of the Georgia mi- 
litia, were objecied to by Mr. COOPER. = This bill 
was objected to by Mr. FLOYD of New York. 

Mr. EVERETT then moved that the committee 
rise, and report the fact to the House, that they had 
gone through their calendar, and the bills thereon 
were objected to. This motion was agreed to. 

The committee then rose, and Mr. J.C. CLARK 
reported three bills which had been acted on; also, 
he said he was directed specially to report that the 
remaining bills upon the calendar had been object- 
ed to by a gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia said he hoped the 
chairman would add, “anda geutieman from Mas- 
sachusetts.”’ 

The SPEAKER having stated to the House the 
report made from the Committee of the Whole 
House, as delivered by its chairman, 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia rose and demanded 
to know of the Chairman whether he had been in- 
structed to make the report which he had made? 

Mr. BLACK inquired whether it was in order 
to object to the report as not setting forth the trae 
state of facis? 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that it 
would be in order when the report came to be acted 
onin the House. 

Mr. BLACK said his object was to have a true 
statement of facts in the report. 

Tne SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
whole report would not go on the journal. 


Mr. BLACK rose toa question of order. He 
objected to the reception of the report, because it 
did not give a true representation of facts. He 
understood that one bi!! was not objected tc—that 
for the payment of the Georgia militia—by his col- 
league; whereas, the chairman had -reported that 
all the bills were objected to by that gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER (interrupting his colleague) said 
he would state the facts as they occurred. After 
the objection of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Apams] to Gen. Watson’s claim, on the 
ground that it was for money paid for slaves, he 
had notified the committee he (Mr. C.) would ob- 
ject to the whole calendar. When the Georgia 
claim was called, he asked the Chair to read it 
again. Hedidso. At this time many persons 
objected toit. He (Mr. Cooper) made no objec- 
tion at the time, other than was implied in his pre- 
vieus pledge to object to the whole calendar. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. James] said 
he withdrew his objection. That he (Mr. Cooper) 
then said he withdrew all objection, also. That the 
objection here referred to was none cther than that 
implied from his standing pledge to object to all, 
which the committee had refused to recognise, but 
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which, to make the matter plain, he thought best 
to withdraw, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
withdrawn his. Mr. Cooper said he had 


| made no specific objection to the Georgia claim, 


and no gentleman could dare say he had. 

Mr. BLACK asked if it was in order to move 
an amendment to the report. 

Tne SPEAKER said no: that was only in the 
power of the commiitee. 

Mr. BLACK asked if it was in order to reject 


|| the report. 





The SPEAKER was understood to say that it 
could not be done now. 
Mr. BLACK asked if it would be in order when 


_ the bills on the calendar came up. 


The SPEAKER said yes. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON then moved that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole upen 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. ARNOLD rose te a question of order. He 
maintained that it was incompetent for the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to rise until the calen- 
dat was completely acted on. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 
and said that the committee could rise at any mo- 
ment. 

Mr. ARNOLD then moved that the House go 
into a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. ADAMS said he understood that the report 
of the committee would go upon the journal. He 
wished to know whether the fact in relation to the 
objections raised by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Cooper] to the bills on the calendar would 
not also be entered? 

Tie SPEAKER was understood to say no; be- 


| cause it was a fact on which the House could not 


take action. 

Mr. ADAMS appealed from the decision ef the 
Chair. It was, he contended, competent for the 
House to pass a vote of censure on any member 
who had abused his privileges like the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Coorer.] 

Mr. BLACK made a remark not heard. 

The CHAIR made a decision not distinctly 
heard, but believed to be a reversal of his former 
decision that the whole report made by the chair- 


| man of the commitiee [Mr. J. C. Crank] would 


not go on the journal. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of South Carolina rose to a 
question of order. He said the only report that 


|, could have been properly made by the Committee 
| of the Whele House was, that they had had seve- 


ral bills under consideration, and had come to no 
conclusion thereon. 

The SPEAKER said it was not for him to say. 
The commitice had a right to report what they 

lnased. 
. Mr. MARK A. COOPER wished to make an 
explanation. 

The SPEAKER decided that all the conversa- 
tion was out of order. A motion by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jonson] was pending to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Unica. 


Mr. MARK A. COOPER said he called upon 


| the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Crarx,] 


who was chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House, for an answer to his question. He asked 
that gentleman if the committee had authorized 
him to report that objections had been made to the 
bilis on the private calendar by ‘‘a gentleman from 
Georgia.” 

Mr. JAMES objected to any remarks. 

Mr. COOPER again called for an answer. He 
thor cht he had a right to it. 

Tbe SPEAKER said it would not be in order. 

Mr. COOPER. Is the chairman of the commit- 
tee to abuse his privileges in this way? 

Mr. BLACK wished to take an appeal from one 
of the decisions of the Chair. 

Toe SPEAKER said it would not be in order 
now; but would be when the subject came ap 
again. 

Tae question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. C. Jounson to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and decided in 
the affirmative. 

The House then resolved itself into Commit- 
lee cf the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr, 





McKennan in the chair.) The business before the 
committee, when it last rose, was the bill imposing 
duties on imports. 

Mr. FILLMORE appealed to the gentleman 
from Maryland, who bad the floor upon the tariff 
bill, to allow the navy bill to be taken up. 

_Mr. KENNEDY assented. 

The House then took up the navy bill, which 
was under consideration yesterday. 

Mr. C. BROWN, who was entitled to the floor, 
said he should speak to the House, and, whenever 
he found no quorum present, should stop, and move 
that the commiitee rise. He said attempts had 
been made to show that the House had made a se- 
rious attack upon the navy. If the newspapers 
were to be believed, the House had almost destroyed 
that branch of the public service. He had traced 
these attacks to interested sources. One paper 
which had attacked the House for its action on the 
navy bill, was edited by a chaplain in the navy, 
who drew a salary of $1,200 a year for preaching 
to the seamen. This was a paper which denounced 
him, and proposed that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia (Mr. Meriwetuer] should be called an execu- 
tioner. He referred to articles published in the 

apers, through the agency of the navy agent at 

hiladelphia, who was interested in having large 
sums appropriated for outfits, in order that his sal- 
ary might be increased thereby. The articles were 
written, he bad no doubt, by a lawyer who had ac- 
cess to the department. ; 

He came frem a place where there was a navy- 
yard, and where appropriations would be felt. 
Though some of his constituents might be injured, 
he was compelled, by a sense of duty, to vote 
against the very large appropriations recommended. 
He referred to the large appropriations made in 
past years towards the navy. This year he thought 
the appropriations were liberal, and certainly great- 
ly increased from what they were in past years. 
Formerly, when the treasury was full, not near so 
much was appropriated as at present, when it was 
empty. 

It was not yet too late for the House to jnter- 
pose; for the Secretary had not put all the vessels 
which he proposed afloat. If the Secretary had 
really put the vessels in commission, if he bad en- 
listed the seamen, if he had purchased the materiel 
necessary for keeping them afloat,—he (Mr. B.) 
would be willing to make up the amount by ap- 
propriations. He would not say they should dis- 
miss their seamen—he would not repudiate any 
debts that might bave been contracted; but, having 
the means in hand, to say so many.vessels shall 
not be put into commission—so much money shall 
not be expended,—it was their duty to tell the Sec- 
retary to let the vessels be where they are. 

He found among the estimates two ships-of-the- 
line to be in commission; but he had not been able 
to find more than one ship of-the-line in commis- 
sion. Both ships, however, were put down at an 
equal sum—showing, thereby, that both were in- 
tended for full service. He likewise found in the 
estimates nineteen sloops-of-war; but he believed 
they had only sixteen ready, er intended for sea. 
But, further, he found esiimates for eight small ves- 
sels; yet he could find no such vessels on the regis- 
ter, nor could be Jearn their names. It had been 
intimated to him that they were to be built; but be 
that as it might, if they were built, he desired to 
know where they were; for what service they were 
intended, and whither they were going. He did 
not think it necessary to keep ships of war at sea 
in time of peace, or vessels larger than a frigate, 
which would protect our commerce just as well as 
a seventy-four: and that was the only view they 
could take of a navy in time of peace. He knew 
it was gratifying to our commanders to tread the 
deck of a seventy-four in a foreign port, and by 
some it was deemed an evidence of our national 
glory. Butthat national glory might be purchased 
too dearly; and he believed it would be found cut, 
wherever it was necessary that it should be known, 
from smailer vessels. 

Nor was he friendly to the large steamers. The 
little Sea Gull, he believed, did more in putting 
down piracy in the West Indies, than all the others 
together; andif they had a few such small steam- 
ets, they would answer for our coast, and would 
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also supply the place of our West India squadron. 
He was epposed to large squadrons to gratify the 
pride of our officers, or ef those who desired to 
hear of our navy riding in other poris. This was 
no time to tax our people to gratify pride; it was 
sufficient to tax them for the support of the Gov- 
ernment. But if war was to come, he would vote 
any sum that would be requisite. This, however, 
was atime of peace; andif at such a time, and 
with an empty treasury, the Government should 
take the responsibility of expending money which 
they did not possess, he (Mr. Brown) would not 
aid them in squandering that which must come so 
hardly from the people. 

The question then resolved itself into this: would 
they put those vessels afloat? If they did, they 
must find the means to maintain them afloat. They 
had the means now, if they deemed it unnecessary 
to put them afloat, to refuse the appropriations; for 
the Secretary had means sufficient to keep afloat 
all vessels that it was necessary should be afloat. 
A gentleman connected with the navy told him that 
the Congress frigate had been since last March un- 
able to get to sea; and there were others also ready. 
But would they go—six months of the year having 
elapsed? He knew not of any attack on our navy, 
or our commerce, that required their guard to be 
strengthened; nor did he see anything in the aspect 
of the country to render it necessary; and the idea 
that they were to get up a navy to compete with 
that of Great Britain, was chimerical. 

But there was another source of expence that 
was about to be cut off. The exploring expedition, 
which he presumed was estimated for, was coming 
home. There might be some repairs necessary, 
but he supposed they would not again be put into 
commission. The Secretary, then, could easily 
protect our commerce, and bring down the expen- 
ditures to what they had been in previous years; 
for, with a balance in hand, he would have 
$2,951,000 ; while he (Mr. B.) could not find any- 
where that more than $2,500,000 had been ex- 
pended. 


The honorable gentleman was here interrupted 
by the appearance of John Tyler, esq., private 
secretary to the President, below the bar, with a 
message, which he delivered to the Speaker. There 
was great anxiety visible through the House, occa- 
sioned by the anticipation that the message might 
be the President’s objections to the districting pro- 
vision of the apportionment bill, which rumor has 
said may be expected. 

Mr. BOTTS rose and inquired if it was in order 
to move that the message be read. 

The SPEAKER did not reply, being engaged in 
reading the documest, to ascertain its character. 

Mr. ADAMS rose and said he desired to know 
to what subject the message related, because he 
wished to give notice to the House that he intended 
to object to the reception of that message. 

Mr. PROFFIT. Read it. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wantto know to what it re- 
lates, and then I will state the grounds of my ob- 
jection. 

Mr. WISE. I hope it will be read. 

Mr. OLIVER moved the suspension of the rule, 
that it might be read. 

The SPEAKER rose, (and every member was 
in breathless attention,) and said, with a calmness 
that ludicrously contrasted with the warm anxiety 
which the House had exhibited, that th2 message 
was merely a letterfrom the French Minister. The 
announcement was received with roars of Jaughter. 

Mr. BROWN then resumed. So far as the item 
which had been added by the Senate was concern- 
ed, he was willing to vote for it when it could be 
shown that the expense would be required. It 
was said somewhere, that the increased expendi- 
ture was to meet the promotions; but he believed 
there was a disposition, at the other end of the 
Capitol, to stop the cause of such expenditures. 
He then went through some tabular statements 
to show the recent progress in the grades of post- 
capiains, commanders, lieuienants, and midship- 
men, and warned the House not to create a 
revulsion in the public sentiment which may 
induce the Western members, whose numbers 
at the next Congress will be increased, to 
come here and relieve the country from a tax 
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which was eating out its substance, by a repeal of 
the law, and the dismissal of this horde of officers 
at one fell swoop; and with them the boys of 13 
years of age, who were so often met With in the 
Streets, or seen in that hall, for whom they pro- 
vided teachers of languages and mathematics, and 
pait them at a rate which placed them in a posi- 
tion to save more than any of the inhabitants of 
the place in New Jersey in which he (Mr. Brown) 
some years ago taught school. He (Mr. Brown) 
was brought up on a coasting vessel; and in reply 
to the sneer of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Wise] a few days ago, he inqnired how many of- 
ficers of the Revolution, who previously had never 
puttheir foot on a vessel higher than a coasting 
vessel, had gloriously distinguished themselves, and 
rendered gallant service to their country? He was 
a friend to the navy, but he wished to save it from 
its false friends. 

He then went into the inquiry how the navy 
Officers were made, and condemned the system 
which drew a distinction between the poor and the 
rich. The one class were taught languages, and 
mathematics, and diplomacy; and the other were 
taught to sail under these diplomatists. This, by- 
and-by, would have its influence in private life; for 
private station took its color from public institu- 
tions, or those public institutions must take their 
color from the people. He denied that in early 
boyhood, at which these appointments were made, 
there conla be sufficient intellectual development 
to justify the distinction that was drawn, where 
equality by our institutions was acknowledged in 
each. 

If the present system of exclusion from honor- 
able office continued, none but the children of 
worthless or poverty-stricken fathers and mothers 
would hereafter enter the service. It was the 
hopes of advancement that had, thus far, induced 
many respectable parents to intrust their children 
in the service of their country. But as soon as it 
was known that the appremtice could never rise 
higher than a common sailor, what parent would 
put his child in the service of a country that thus 
marked them with dishonor, by saying to them, 
“You shall not rise—you can never aspire to be 
even a midshipman?” 


He reprobated a system that thus depressed the 
humble, while some scions of respectable families 
were made officers, as a choice between the navy 
and the penitentiary; it was too often a last resort 
for the worthless, while humble merit Janguished 
in obscurity. He alluded to the old boatswain 
mentioned by the gentleman from Virginia at an 
earlier stage of the discussion, in whuse behalf the 
officers of the Mississippi had pleaded with the 
gentleman from Virginia to procure for him some 
additional pay. There was evidence of a com- 
mander in that old boatswain; but the system had 
depressed him, and it brought bim now supplicating 
for extra pay, instead of permitting him to rise by 
his merit to occupy ene of those positions which 
were occupied by less deserving men at an annual 
remuneration of $3,500. If that man had been 
taken at thirty years of age, when his merits 
might have lecome distinguishable; and if he 
had then been placed but for one year under pro- 
fessors, though he might not have made a diplo- 
meti:t, he might have made a commander worthy 
to carry the flag of his country to any portion of 
the earth. 

He then alluded to the Janguage of the gentle- 
man from Virginia in reference to the loys of Poil- 
adelphia; and he hoped that, because Providence 
had denied to many a!most the knowledge of their 
own parents, they were not to be doub!y cursed by 
fixing a stigma on their characters; especially 
while decayed families were permitted thus to pro- 
mote their sons, who were too proud to resort to 
some honest ca!ling; or a young Virginian, nar- 
tured in idleness, with negroes to wait upon him, 
and to be kicked and cuffed at his pleasure, could 
be aproinied by some political infloence or species 
of favoritism. He read a long list of names of 
generals and admirals of beth the United States 
and the British army and navy, who had risen 
from the rank of privates in which they had en- 
listed; but, by this apprenticeship system, according 
to the gentleman from Virginia, the boys must 
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serve until they were twenty-one, and then they 
were too old to enter as midshipmen. 

Mr. WISE said this apprenticeship system was 
the peculiar system of General Jackson; and it 
was one of the best systems ever devised. 

Mr. BROWN continued. He knew not whose 
system it was; bul, be it whose it might, he should 
exercise his own judgment in regard to it, and not 
yield up his judgment to any man living. But the 
gentleman from Virginia, when driven by facts 
from the position which he originally took, came 
forward magpfully and defended the system, he 
(Mr. B.) then would furnish him with other facts. 
He then stated that he had failed in an application 
to get a boy released from his in‘entures, who had 
writien to his parents that the duty was too severe 
for him, and that, if he was noi released, he should 
runaway. Sucha system was but astep from 
that of impressment. On this snbject he spoke un- 
til the failing of the Chairman’s mace announced 
that his allotted time had expired. 

Mr. GORDON remarked that it was not his for- 
tune to be here when this bill passed the House 
and was sent to the Senate. He was uncommitted 
to any of ils provisions, either as it pasted the 
House or the Senate; and he would, therefore, say 
atthe outset, that, whatever might be his particular 
views in regard to one or two points embraced in 
it, he was no enemy to the navy—the right arm 
of our national defence. 

It had been a subject of complaint here—and 
very properly so—that the appropriations asked 
for by the Navy Department recommended to 
Congress a vast increase of expenditures for that 
branch of the service over and above any appro- 
priation that ever was made or asked for. It 
therefore became important to inquire why it was 
that the interests of the navy required at this time 
such enhanced appropriations. Now he would, in 
the most brief and comprehensive manner, point to 
one or two causes why the Secretary of the Navy 
was now compelled to call on Congress for so 
large a sum of money; and the remarks which he 
should make on this part of the subject would ap- 
ply to both the amendments. 

In the first place, he would call the attention of 
the committee to the number of midshipmen, passed 
midshipmen, and lieutenants in the service, for the 
purpose of showing the impulse that had been 
given to the system; and why it was that 
these increased appropriations had been asked 
for at their hands. There were in service, as he 
found by the Navy Register, 460 midshipmen, and 
103 passed midshipmen; and he had been given to 
understand that there were 43 more about to be 
appointed passed midshipmen, which would make 
146 of that grade. 

Mr. WISE said that the number of midshipmen 
was 459. 

Mr. GORDON. Well, that is within one of the 
nomber I stated. What was the pay of these 
officers? Why, a midshipman on sea-serviee re- 
ceived $400 per annum; on other duty $350; on 
leave, $300; and when he became a passed midship- 
man, he got $750 when on sea-service, and $600 
when wailing orders. Now, a passed midshipman 
was no more than a midshipman—all that was 
added to him was the name of passed midshipman 
and his increased pay. But, by making there 146 
midshipmen passed midshipmen, the department 
added $50,000 each year to the expenses of the 
navy. They were required tobe in serviee five 
years before being passed; and when that was done, 
they received a certificate, showing that they were 
entitled to be promoted to Jieutenancies in the first 
vacancies occurring, witheut further trouble or 
examination. Why was this so? This regulation 
was of no sort of service, either to them, or to the 
Government. It did net benefit them, because, as 
they would be made lieutenants without any furtuer 
examination, they would not have a_ sufficient 
incentive to study and perfect themselves in their 
profession. They would be merely waiting orders, 
with increased pay, debauching and enervating 
their minds by idle and extravagant habits. He 
understood that there was no Jaw authorizing this 
species of promotion. True, there had been ap- 
propriations to give them the increased pay; but 
ihe action of the Navy Department creating the 
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grade of passed midshiyman, bad been prior to any 
appropriation. The law allowed the pay, but 
the authority to make the appointments was as- 
sumed by the department. I: might be said that 
these passed midshipmen occasionally performed 
the duties of the lieutenants; but when they did so, 
they reccived the pay of lieutenants—not the pay 
of passed midshipmen, $750 a year—but the pay of 
lieutenan's, $1,800 a year; and therefore there was 
no saving to the Governmentin it. But was there 
any necessity for i? He thought not. There were 
now in service 323 lieutenants, 64 of whom were 
wailing orders; and how many of them were on 
shore, doing mere nominal duty, he would leave to 
more experienced persons to say. There was, 
therefore, no necessity for passed midshipmen’s 
performing the duty of lieutenants; and if ‘here 
was, there would be no economy in it; for they 
would, in such case, receive the pay of lieutenants. 
When, however, they were promoted to lieutenan- 
cies, they received the pay of $1,800 a year, and it 
must be remembered that 99 of them were promoted 
Within the year 1841. How much did this add to 
the expenses of the navy?) Why, by the promo- 
tion of this batch of midsh'pmen, the expenditures 
furthe navy were increased $103,950 in a single 
year. Now, (said Mr.G.) only single out the 
cases of passed midshipmen and lieutenants, and 
you will see twoof the instances of the extrava- 
gance of the present Secretary of the Navy, and 
why it was he was compelled to call on Congress 
for so large an increase of appropriations. What, 
he would ask, had given rise to these rapid 
and extraordinary promotions? Why, the Pres- 
ident of the United States, who was, in some re- 
spects, the most fortunate man in the world, was, 
in others, the most unfortunate. He was unfor- 
tunate in coming into office, to find a cabinet with 
whom he could not agree, and the consequence 
was their breaking up; and he was also unfortunate 
in some of his own selections, but particularly so 
in his selection of a Secretary of the Navy. This 
gentleman, on coming into office, recommended that 
we should have a navy halt the sizeof that of 
England, amounting to 565 vessels of war equipped, 
manned, roaming the ocean, plundering the petty 
kingdoms that surrounded her; carrying her arms 
to India, and forcing China to take her opium. 
We were recommend: d to keep up a naval estab- 
lishment half as great as that of this extravagant, 
all-grasping power; and, to assimilate as nearly as 
possible to her, it was proposed that we should 
create admirals, after creating 100 captains, and 
adding 99 to the list of lieutenants. Now this ex 
travagant impulse that has been given to the navy 
must be checked, or its friends will one day see 
that right arm of our defence paralyzed. Depend 
upon it, the people of this country never will per- 
mit such a number of useless officers to be paid for 
living in idleness out of the public purse. Though 
they would cheerful'y bear any burdens nece‘sary 
for the protection of our commerce; yet, when it 
came te this enlarged policy of our Secretary of the 
Navy, they won'd put the seal of condemnation on 
it. The question now was, wheiher these addi- 
tional appropriations, calied for by the Senae, 
were necessary. On this subject he must say that, 
in his opinion, they were caused by the rapid pro- 
motions which had been made by this extravagant 
Secretary, and were called for to keep pace with 
the magnificent policy he recommended. He did 
not wish, in what he had said, to be understood as 
inimical to the President. Oa the contrary,asa 
friend, he would advise him to get rid, as soon as 
possible, of his Secretary of the Navy, and, with 
him, of the extravagant policy he recommended, 
by selecting from somewhere else than within the 
borders of Virginia some practical business-man, 
who would conduct the affairs of the navy with 
more prudence, and more to the advantage of that 
branch of the service. 

Now, there was enother thing in this new- 
tangled policy of the Secretary, to which he ob- 
jected; and that was, the apprentice system. He 
denied that the relation between the Government 
and the boys who enlisted in the navy was that of 
master and apprentice. He looked at the law au- 
thorizing the enlistment cf boys, and he found no 
such relation there authorized. The argument of 





the gentleman from Virginia was, therefore, very 
fallacious, when he said that these boys stood in 
the relation of apprentices. 

Mr. WISE read the title of the act, and the first 
section. 

Mr. GORDON. The gentleman refers to the 
tile of the bill. Does he suppose that I am go 
much of a green-horn as not to know that the ti- 
tle ofa Li'lis nota part of it? Mr. G. supposed 
that the Secretary of the Navy must have looked 
at the title of the bill— 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman has not stated the 
first section of the bill. 

Mr. GORDON then read the first section of the 
bill, which, in substance, provides that it shall be 
lawful to enlist boys m the naval service with the 
consent of their parents or guardians, to serve until 
they are twenty-one years of age, not being under 
13 years of age, nor over 18; and it further pro- 
vides that it shall be lawful to enlist other persons 
for five years. 

Now this (Mr. G. said) did not make these boys 
apprentices. They were enlisted in the public ser- 
vice; and the only difference between them and the 
oiher persons mentioned in the bill was, that they 
enlisted till twenty one years of age, while the 
others enlisted for five years. Were not all boys 
born with equal rights, and, by enlisting with the 
consent of their parents or guardians, did they 
lose any of these rights? The doctrine of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia cuts them off from all right 
of promotion, which they have in common with 
other boys of the country; and I deny (said Mr. 
G.) that they have, by enlisting, lost any of their 
political rigats, or those rights proclaimed in the 
Declaration of Independence. After some further 
remarks on this branch of the subject, Mr. G. said 
he proposed to pul a stop to these increased expen- 
ditures by rejecting tse amendment of the Senate, 
ashe conceived that the appropriations passed by 
the House were all-sufficient. 


In the course of his remarks, Mr. G. referred to 
the case of Captain Levy, who, he said, influenced 
by a spirit of humanity, substituted the mild pun- 
ishment of a small quantity of tar and feathers, on 
a boy who had commitied some misdemeanor, (he 
believed, disrespect of an officer,) instead of the 
cat-o’-nine-tails. For this offence, the Captain 
was cashiered; but ihe Pres'dent, disapproving the 
Sentence as too severe, commuted it for a suspen- 
sion for ene year. Other captains would have tied 
this boy up to the gratings, and his back would 
have been lacerated by that horrid instrument of 
torture, the cat; and, had Captain Levy adminis- 
tered this punishment, nothing would have been 
said abont it: but, io this case, his humanity was 
looked upon asacrime. It must further be no- 
tced, that charges were brought against Captain 
Levy, some two or three years ago, for this same 
affair, ani laid before a former Secretary of the 
Navy; but he dismissed them, as malicious and 
groundiess. Ii seemed that, after the present Secretary 
caine into office, an officer who had formerly been re- 
ported for misconduct by the captain, and punished 
by a court-martial, instigated by feelings of malice 
and revenge, dug up and renewed this old charge, 
which had been dismissed by a former Secretary; 
and the present Secretary, who, in his zeal for 
imi‘ating the British navy, doubtless wanted to es- 
tablish, also, the severity of their discipline, with 
their floggings, and other cruel punishments, 
thought that Captain Levy deserved a court-martial 
for having departed from the salutary discipline of 
the cat and colt, so freely resorted to by many of 
his compeers. The result he had just stated, and 
was well known to the House. In conclusion, Mr. 
G. said he held that the President of the Uni-:ed 
States could not get along with the navy, unless he 
deparied from the new-fangled policy that bad 
been introduced by his present Secretary. While 
the present system continued, the elcquert speech 
they had heard the other day from the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cuarves J. Incersout,] 
and ailthe eloquent speeches that had been, or 
would be made, would be in vain. 

Mr. WISE then obtained the floor, and moved 
that the committee rise; which was agreed to. 

Mr. RAYNER, from the Committee on Com: 
merce, reported the following bills; which were 
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severally read twice, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole: 

A bill making appropriations for a marine hos- 
pital at Ocracock, North Carolina. 

A bill making an appropriation for placing ad- 
ditional buoys at the mouth of St. John’s river, 
Florida; and 

A bill making appropriations to connect the 
waters of Albemarle sound with the Atlantic ocean. 

The SPEAKER communicated a message from 
the President of the United States, transmitting a 
a letter from the French Minister to the Secretary 
of State, with the reply of the latter; all of which, 

On motion ot Mr. ADAMS, were ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

[The letter from the French Minister communi- 
cates (by instructions of his Government) a plan to 
run a line of steam-ships between Havre and New 
York, and asking the co-operation of the Uni- 
ted States, with a request that the President would 
communicate the same to Congress. ] 

Mr. ADAMS, by general consent, submitted the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to re- 
port to this House, at the commencement of the next session 
ofCongress, a return of the numbers and names ofall the petty 
Officers, seamen, ordinary seamen, landsmen, ard apprentices 
in the naval service of the United States; distinguishing the na- 
tive from the naturalized individuals in the said service, and, 
among the natives ofthe United States, the State, Territory, or 


District of Columbia, where each individual was bora, of which 
an inhabitant, and of which a citizen at the time of his enlist- 


ment. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON submitted the following 
as an amendment: 

Also, that he report to this House, at the commencement of 
the next session of Congress, a statement showing the age, 
name, tonnage, and number of guns of each vessel now belong- 
ing to the United States, finished or unfinished; showing the 
coat of building such vessel, and of the annual repairs thereof, 
divided into two heads, which will show the amount expended 
for materials, and the amount for labor, with the addition of all 
expenses incurred in repairing each ship during the year; and 
also for the armament and equipment of each ship, and all 
other expenses incurred in keeping each ship afloat, if afloat, 
or in dock if lying up; and also the names and amount paid to 
each of the commissioned officers during the year, and the 
number of non-commissioned officers and seamen, and the 
amount paid them. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it 
was lost. 

Mr. KING of Georgia wished to say a few 
words on the subject of the amendment. The 
House could bardly, with a proper understanding 
of the subject, reject such a measure as that. 

The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
the question had been taken and decided. 

Mr. KING asked if he could call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order, the de- 
cision having been announced. 

Mr. KING said he had risen and addressed the 
Chair before the decision was announced. 

The question was then put on the resolution of 
Mr. Apams; but a quorum not voting, 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, 

The House adjourned. 

In reporting what Mr. C. J. Incersout said in 
the debate on the navy bill yesterday, it appears 
an error occurred, which had better be corrected, 
as an historical fact is involved. 

Censuring Mr. Apams’s complaint of the dispar- 
ity in the numbers of naval officers between Mas- 
sachusetts and Virginia, Mr. INcreRsoLt stated that 
he had heard that shortly before the 4th of July, 
1776, as John and Samuel Adams were walking 
together in the gardens of the building in which 
independence was declared, one of them inquired 
of the other, ‘‘Whom shall we choose to command 
the army?” ‘General Ward, I suppose,” said Sam- 
uel Adams. (General Ward was an officer of Mas- 
sachusetts.) ‘No,’ replied John Adams, “it must 
be a Virginian—what do you say to Colone] Wash- 
ington?” Out of which conversation grew the se- 
lection and election of Washington as commander- 
in-chief. 





IN SENATE. 
Saturnay, June 25, 1842. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting from the State Department a 
report, made in compliance,with a resolution of the 
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Senate of the 16h February last, of the proceed- 
ings of the commission appointed in March, 1841, to 
examine into matters touching the expenditure of 
money en the public buildings; which was, on mo- 
tion of Mr. WOODBURY, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Buildings, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. also laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 
States, transmilting a communication from the 
State Department, covering certain correspondence 
between the French Minister, and the Secretary 
of State, relative to a weekly line of steam- 
packets proposed to be established by the King of 
the French between the ports of New York and 
Havre; in which he invites the Government of the 
United States to take part in the arrangement, and 
with a view to regulate the letter carriage, and fix 
the rates of postage. 

Cn motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

On motion of Mr. BATES, leave was granted to 
take from the files the papers of John Lang. 

Numerous bills from the House were taken from 
the table, read twice, and appropriately referred. 

Mr. BAGBY submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire what amount of money, in addition to the 
contract price, was paid to John Ress for the removal of the 
Cherokee Indtans to the west of the Mississippi; and for what 
additional services said amount, if any, was paid; and that the 
committee have power to send for persons and papers, and re- 
port the result of their inquiries to the Senate with the least 
practicable delay. 


Mr. B. said he had been informed (and had good 
reason to believe in its truth) that John Ross had 
received, for the service specified, in addition to the 
price established by the contract, the enormous 
sum of $580,000. He hoped the resolution would 
be permitted to pass. If it was true, the facts 
should be known; but if not true, the rumor could 
be disproved by the inquiry. 

Mr. MOREHEAD objected to the passage of 
the resolution then; and it was laid over, under the 
rule, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to provide for the satisfaction of the claims 
arising under the 14th and 19th articles of the 
treaty of Dancing Rabbitcreek, concluded in Sep- 
tember, 1830. 

The question pending was the proposition of Mr. 
Henperson to strike out all the bill after the en- 
acting clause, for the purpose of substituting a bill 
draughted by himself; which proposed to allow the 
Indian claimants land or scrip, instead of money, 
for their claims, as proposed in the bill. 

Mr. PHELPS addressed the Senate in opposi- 
tion to, and Mr. HENDERSON in favor of, the 
substitute for the bill; when 

Mr. PRESTON moved to lay the bill on the ta- 
ble. 

Mr. WALKER hoped the bill would not be 
laid on the table, as it could be disposed of in a 
few minutes. He demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being put, 
the bill was laid on the table by yeas 24, nays 8. 

The amendment of the House to the bill for the 
relief of the heirs of Daniel Pettibone, was taken 
up and concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, the Senate took 
up, as in committee of the whole, the bill reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs respecting 
the reorganization of the army, and for other pur- 

oses. 

The bill having been read— 

Mr. PRESTON said the Committee on Military 
Affairs had accompanied the bill with a short sta- 
tistical report, with the view of relieving them from 
any necessity of explaining the provisions of the 
bill. That report, he believed, would give all the 
information necessary, andcovered all the grounds 
needing explanation. 

Mr. BATES desired the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs (Mr. Preston] 
to state the reasons which induced the committee to 
report the second section of the bill, proposing to 
legalize the appointment 0! military superintend- 
ents of the armories at Springfield and Harper’s 
Ferry. The section makes a material change in 
the organization of this department; and, as the re- 
port of the commiltee was entirely silent, he hoped 
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the honorable chairman would state the grounds 


Mr. PRESTON said it was known that at preo- 
ent the armories of the United States were super- 
intended by officers of the Ordnance department. 
They were under civil superintendence something 
more than a year since, when it became a question 
ot the department whether it was not better to put 
them in the charge of military cfficers. When the 
question was presented to the late Secretary of 
War, he took a favorable view of the matter, and 
determined to try the experiment. The civil su- 
perintendents were removed, and military superin- 
tendency was substituted. The military superin- 
tendency works well, and great advantages have 
resulted from it, It is the opinion of the depart- 
ment that it should be persisted in, and authorized 
by law. Itis a portion of the system of reduction 
of expenses. The officers of the engineer corps, 
he said, who have been placed in charge of the 
armories, were peculiarly qualified for the situa- 
tions. They can be readily spared from the mili- 
tary establishment of the United States, The ex- 
pense saved by ,the transfer of military men to 
those places, it was true, would not be much, yet 
the change would effect the abolition of two offices 
deemed to be useless. 

Mr. BATES moved to strike out the second 
section; and, if that prevailed, it was his intention 
to follow itup, by moving to strike out the fifth 
section, He said he was utterly opposed to the 
change which the second section proposed. He 
was, in the first place, opposed to it, becanse he 
believed it would be destructive of the armories 
themselves; and, in the second place, it would save 
nothing for the Government; and would, in many 
respects, be injurious to the Government. From 
the year 1789, down to the last year, these estab- 
lishments had been conducted by civil superinter- 
dents; and that, too, without complaint. 


Mr. B. then adverted to the mode of appointment 
of the superintendents, showing that the power 
existed with the President, and not with the Secre- 
tary of War; who, as might be inferred from the 
remarks of the chairman of the Military Commit- 
tee, had assumed that power. Immediately after 
the late lamented Harrison became President, the 
subject was presented to the Department of War. 
Mr. B. then read the letter of dismissal of the su- 
perintendent at Springfield, (which, it seemed, was 
dated April 1,) from which he inferred that Presi- 
dent Harrison, who alone had dower to remove, 
and who died on the 4th of April, could have had 
but little to do with the removal. What particular 
part he had taken in the removal, he did net know; 
but he did know that the removal was made on the 
recommendation of the board of ordnance. Mr. B. 
dwelt at some length on the manner in which 
the military superintendents had been placed 
in charge of the armories, showing that it must 
have been by the assamption of power by the 
board of ordnance: he thovght that that board 
should first have got the authority from Congress, 
before assuming to act. He maintained that the 
s.tuation of superintendent was a civil office; was 
so intended by the law; and for which a military 
man had no qualification. He argued that a civil 
superintendent was indispensably necessary to the 
well-conducting of these establi:hments. Nothing 
was io be saved by the change, as was intimated 
by the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, [Mr. Preston;] for he had been informed 
that, on a former occasion, on the death of the su- 
perintendent, an officer of the army was placed in 
charge of the armory at Springfield, and had re- 
ceived the compensation of superintendent, with 
all the emoJuments of the office. This occurred, 
he believed, in 1833. He sincerely believed, if 
Congress sanctioned the change, that so soon as the 
agitation upon the measure cease, compensation 
would be awarded to these military superintend- 
ents, independent of the pay which they might re- 
ceive as officers of the army. 

Mr. B, then alluded to the remark of the chair- 
man, that there were officers of the board of ord- 
nance whose services could be dispensed with in 
that capacity, for the purpose of assuming the 
charge of the armories. So far from this being 
the case, the reverse was the truth. He read a re- 
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port from Col. Bomford, of the board of ordnance, 
to the Secretary of War, in which it was stated 
that the board consisted of twenty-eight officers, 
and that a considerable accession was indispensa- 
ble for the use of the service; and he actually rec- 
ommenced that the board be increased to forty-two 
in all, by the addition of two captains and twelve 
lieutenants. He took it for granted, therefore, that 
there were no officers to spare from that board to 
superintend the armories at Springfield and Har- 
per’s Ferry. No saving conld possibly be effected 
by the change; for, if officers of the corps of en- 
gimeers were appointed to these places, others 
would have to be appointed to supply their places. 

A military man (said Mr. B.) was only fit to 
command; he was accusiomed to command, and 
that, too, in a dialect which our mechanics and 
farmers did not understand; and it would take 
years before these freemen eould become so broken 
in spirit as to submit to the despotism of a military 
rale. 


Mr. B. then dwelt with much force upon the de- 
plorable condition to which the armorers, who had 
grown grey in the service of the* Government, had 
been reduced at Springfield since the armory had 
been placed under military superintendency. There 
had been, ever since that lime, one coatinual scene 
of confusion and hardship. Many had been dis- 
charged because they could not submit to their 
grievances. Some had been discharged because 
they had dared to raise their voices of complaint to 
the Executive, and to Congress, to seek redress of 
their grievances. Mr. B., after passing a high 
eulogium on the character and capacity of the ar- 
morers employed at Springfield—who, he said, were 
among the most respectabie, temperate, and meri- 
torious men of that place—appealed to the Senate 
to adopt the amendment, as the only means by 
which any hope of redress could be entertained. 

Mr. PRESTON observed that he had looked 
through the statements made by the workmen from 
both Springfield and Harper’s Ferry;-and, in do- 
ing so, had scrupulously avoided being influenced 
by any prejndices. He was sorry to say that, pre- 
vious to these representations, the armorers had 
adopted a course of proceedings which he coutd 
not approve—such as forming as:ociations, and 
adopting a tariff of prices for themselves, without 
consulting the general interests of al! concerned in 
their art. With much of what they said in their re- 
monstrance, he concurred. But if the rules and re- 
gulations which they complain of are oppressively 
Strict, it is not the superintendents (civil or milita- 
ry) they should blame; because they are bound to 
carry out the rules and regulations which are en- 
acted for them to see carried « The grievance 
is not, therefore, the establishment of a military 
superintendence, but the rules themselves. He con- 
sidered that the men who had attended here as dele- 
gates, were as respectable, intelligent, and worthy 
citizens, as any he knew; and he hoped, when their 
excited minds shall have had time to coo! down, 
they will find the reasonableness of some of the 
regulations which they now complain of as griev- 
ances. 

Two years ago, the Ordnance department being 
dissatisfied with the condition of the armories and 
the expense of making arms, appointed a commis- 
sion of officers to investigate the whole establish- 
ment. A report was made, (which he read,) recom- 
mending the change to a military control. This 
seemed to him to leave no discretion with the board 
of ordnance but to make the superintendencea mili- 
tary superintendence. His own opinion was, that 
in every branch of the military department, the 
principles of strict military discipline and regula- 
tions should be carried out. It was found that the 
worst consequences flowed from a mixed and 
motley system—half civil, and half military. It 
would be better to have the armories controiled by 
a civil system, than by a half military system. But 
under a military department, these establishments 
should be governed by a military discipline. 

Mr. P. here entered into a narrative of the pro- 
ceedings of the Ordnance department with regard 
to experjrnents, 

Mr. YOUNG understood there was no existing 
law to authorize the suppression of the civil super- 
intendence, and that the armories are now under 
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military rule. It seemed that these armorers are 
unwilling to remain under military discipline. He 
thought there could be no great inconvenicnce in 
accommodating them. He should, therefore, sub- 
mit the following amendmen!: 

That the duties of the officesof superintendent at the armo. 
ries at Springfield and Harper’s Ferry shall not be performed 


by officers of the ordnance corps, or other officers ot the army; 
} 


but shall be confined to the civil superintendents, of competent 
knowledge, as heretofore. 

Mr. BATES acerpted the modification proposed 
by the Senator from Iilinois, [Mr. Youne ] 

Mr. BENTON observed that it was owing to the 
smallness of the ordnance establishment, that civil 
officers were appointed as superintendents. Now 
there are officers enough. The question whether 
the superintendent should be a military man or a 
civilian, was not a question competent for the 
workmen to entertain: it was a question for the 
Government to decide. But when itcame to the 
question of the fitness of the individual selected to 
be superintendent, it was one which the armorers 
were competent to entertain, and remonstrate upen. 

Mr. BATES observed that the President of the 
United States alone had the power c/ appointing 
these superintendents; and the Ordnance dep.rt- 
ment can have no authority to break such appoint- 
ments. In reference to the allusion of the chair- 
man of the Military Committee to combinations or 
associations of the armorers, he could assure the 
honorable chairman that there had been no combi- 
nations—no associationst ; he armorers had merely 
appointed a committee to wait upon the superin- 
tendent with a statement of their complaints, and 
he refused to hear them. He asked the Senator 
{from Missouri why the mere mechanical operation 
of making gun-stocks, or any other branch of gun- 
making, should be subject to military discipline ? 
They were purely mechanical aris—not mihtary 
evolutions. He deprecated the idea of subjecting 
men in the pursuit of any branch of industry, to 
military discipline in the performance of their la- 
bors. He pointed out many of the oppressive and 
vexatious consequences of such unnecessary rules 

Mr. CONRAD), since he had been appointed a 
member of the Military Commitice, had paid some 
attention to this subject; but he had not been abie to 
see the matter in the same light asthat in which it 
was viewed and depicted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Bates.] He considered the 
only question which could be entertained, was as to 
the character and conduct of the individual acting 
as superintendent, and not as to his being a mili- 
tary man or a civilian. 

Mr. PHELPS asked that the proposition migit 
be read as it now stands. 

The CHAIR read the original clause and pro- 
pos*d amendment, as modified. 

Mr. PHELPS :aid he had not devoted much at- 
tention to the subject; and it was, therefore, with 
much diffidence, he rose to dissent from the opinions 
of the chairman of the Military Committee. He 
had, however, come to the conclusion that the 
armories shonid be under a civil superintendent. 
He thought there was a very serious error in not 
drawing a precise line of distinction between those 
portions of the military establishments which are 
purely civil, and those which are parely military; 
for there are various paris of those establishments 
as distinctly civil as any occupations of life can 
be. He pointed out the vexations which persons 
exercising those cceupations must be subj:ct to 
under military discipline. 

Mr. BATES read, from a document in his hand, 
a table showing the cost of muskets manufactured 
at the armories for a long serics of years. The 
cost now, is from three to four dollars per gun 
mere than prior to 1840. This is the effect of 
military superintendence of the armories. 

Mr. TAPPAN was in favor of striking out the 
second section of the bill. here military super- 
intendents know as much about making arms as a 
lawyer does of making aclock. They may know, 
better than the man who makes them, how to use 
them; bot whether they should be made of brass, 
iron, or steel, or how they should be tempered, 
constructed, or put together, they could not know 
as well as those conversant with the arts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said he was inclined te agree 
with the Senator from Ohio; but he would appeal 
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to the chairman of the Military Committee wheth- 
er it would not be best to exclude those doubtful 
clauses, and allow the bill to pass through at once. 
The bill weuld only be retarded by these amend- 
ments. Thes ubject might be intreduced as a sep- 
arale measure. 

Mr. PRESTON did not think it was necessary 
that the man who superindends a mechanical es- 
tablishment should be competent to make the 
mechanism whch he superintends. The logic 
was by no means conclusive. It reminded 
him of what had once been said—very beau- 
lifully, to be sure, but not very conclusively— 
“who rules o’er freemen, should himself be free;” 
the logic of which was aptly parodied by an emi- 
nent man—‘‘who drives fat oxen, must himself be 
fat.” 

He contended that, as educated men, as practi- 
cal men, and as gentlemen, there was not a corps 
on the face of the earth superior to the ordnance 
corps. Mostly military men, educated at West 
Point, they were the fittest persons to be chosen by 
the Ordnance department to carry into effect the 
purposes of the department; and according to the 
rules and regulations of the department itself, 
which they perfectly understand. ‘They were edu- 
cated men; and was there not a better chance of 
their making agreeable superintendents to the ar- 
morers themselves, than civilians, chosen from the 
ranks of briefless lawyers or broken down, hack 
politicians? 

Mr. CONRAD made some explanation in refer- 
ence toa remark of his which the Senater from 
Massachusetts appeared to misanderstand. 


Mr. ARCHER stated the grounds of grievance 
complained of by the armorers of Harper’s Ferry, 
whose memorial had been read to-day. No com- 
plaint has been lodged against these men, and no 
complaint can be lodged against them; yeta mili- 
tary administration is brought to control them, 
which has preduced nothing but discontent and 
discord. These are men not accustomed to milita- 
ry control, and who never should be made subject 
to it against their will. It should not be forgotten 
that they are freemen and citizens like ourselves; 
and, while Congress is studying to effect the desira- 
ble object of atiaining strictness of discipline in the 
military establishments; it should not be attempted 
to establish it at the sacrifice of the feelings and 
consciousness of freedom of those men. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON wou!'d vote against the 
amendment proposed. He considered these ar- 
mories purely military establishments. It would, 
in his mind, be a strange anomaly to place a mili- 
tary establishment under the control of a civilian. 
The duties of the office required that they should be 
executed by military men. Eesides, the expenses 
of the department will be reduced upwards of four 
thousand dollars; as officers in the ordnance 
coros, already in the service of the Government, 
can be employed as superintendents, and supersede 
the necessity of retaining the civilians now employ- 
ed. Another advantage would be in having the 
oflice execated by individuals aloof from politics, 
and that it would no longer be a source of reward 
for political services. 

Mr. SIMMONS remarked that, if the armorers 
had to perform military duty, the arguments of the 
Senator from Connecticut would be perfectly cor- 
rect. But as the duties to be performed are mechan- 
ica!, the superintendent shou'd be a civilian. Mili- 
tary men had nothing to do with the business. The 
effect of this military superintendence would be to 
raise the prices of the services to be pertormed. 
If a mechanic is to be subjected to extraordinary 
restraints, he must be paid extraordinary wages 
for it. He would not himself, if be was an armo- 
rer, work under such discipline unless he was paid 
doubie wages. No man would do it. A man 
might be a geod judge of a dinner, and not be able 
to cook it. He would as soon put a connoisseur 
into a kitehen to cook victuals, as to puta military 
man into a machine shop to direct its operations. 
Why not let well enough alone? This new system 
had been tried for a year: and in that short time, 
every workman in both establishments had been 
discontented and dissatisfied. He would vote for 
striking out the second clause. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut was in favor of the 
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proposition to strike out the second section. They 
had heard of gentleman-farmermers, or horseback- 
farmers, as they were calied ; but no such farmer 
was ever known to be a good farmer, or acquaint- 
ed with his business; and if it were necessary that 
a farmer should undersiand his business, or thata 
manufacturer should be acquainted with the partic- 
ular class of manufacture in which he may be en- 
gaged, it was equally necessary that the superin- 
tendent of armvries should be a practical meehan- 
ic, and understand the construction of arms, not 
merely the use of arms. Without this practical 
acquaintance with the particular description of 
work in which a man may be engaged, the result 
invariably was, that he squandered his capital. 
Young men, who were educated at West Point, 
were doubtless all of them honorable and valuable 
men; but ye believed there was something more 
required, and something which, fiom the nature of 
their education. they were destitute of. He was 
inclined to concur with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, that military men, of all others in the 
world, were least fi'ted or qualified to conduct this 
business. 

Mr. ALLEN had heard no sufficient reason ad- 
vanced to satisfy him of the necessity for making 
any change in this particular branch of the public 
service. If it were a mere question, however— 
if there had been no experience on the subject, he 
would be inclined to put the direction of the 
matter under the superintendence of citizens, 
rather than military men—ard for very good rea- 
sons. lathe first place, he held it to be a matter 
not to be‘overlooked, thatthe accommodation, com- 
fort, and happiness of the poor laborers~ihe men 
who had to bear the toil ought not be—disregacded. 
The discipline of the army was essentially and ob- 
solutely despotic, and utterly inconsistent with 
freedom in a state of peace; and it was on this ac 
count that so much discontent had been experienced, 
and so’ many complaints made against the superin- 
tendence of military <flicers over the construction 
of the public hightways. 

The armories were great workshops; and you 
might as well appoint an officer to superiatend a 
mill, because flour and meal sre necessary to the 
Subsistence of the army, as to appvint him to su- 
perintend the manufacture of arms, merely be- 
cause he is instructed in the use of arms. 

Mr. RIVES observed that he had intended to 
say a word or two upon this subjec’; bat it had 
been so fully discussed, that be would retrain from 
adding more than to express the hope that the 
proposition would prevail, because he was tho- 
roughly convinced that the appviniment of a mili- 
tary Officer to a charge of that kind would be 
found whoily inapplicable and inappropriate. 
Wherever such an experiment had been tried, it 
had been found to produce disastrous conse- 
quences. 

Mr. BATES called for the yeas and nays on his 
motion to strike out the second section, and substi- 
‘ute the modification offered by Mr. Youna; which 
were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and resulted in the 
affirmative—yeas 23, nays 14, as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Allen, Bates, Buchanan, Choate, Clay- 
ton, Crafis, Fulton, King, Mangum, Miller, Phelps, Porter, 
Rives, Simmons, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of Indiana, 


Sprague, Tallmadge, Tappan, White, Woodbridge, Wright, 
and Young—23. 
NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Beaton, Berrien, Conrad, Critten- 


den, Kvans, Graham, Huntington, Linn, McRoberts, Morehead, 
Preston, Waiker, and Wilcox—l4. 


Mr. BUCHANAN moved to strike out the third 
section, and he hoped the chairman of the Military 
Committee would consent to its being struck out 
Without rendering it necessary that he shou!d detain 
the Senate with any remarks. 

Mr. PRESTON said he could not consent to the 
prorositicn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN conceived that every argu- 
ment employed in the other case was applicable to 
this. The present arrangement gave bread toa 
very Jarge number of women in Philadelphia, and 
great interest was felt in that city that the office of 
Commissary General should be continned. 

Mr. PRESTON observed that as this office at 
present exists, it was a mere reward for political 
services. The duties of the office can be just as 
well performed by the Quartermaster’s department, 
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without any additional expense. It is altogether 
useless, and somewhat expensive. It was true, 
there was some interest feit in Philadelphia. There 
was a system of industry introduced there by Gen- 
eral_rvin. But he understood the prices were 25 
per cent. higher than they need be. He entered 
into some details to show that the work would be 
better done, and cheaper, than it isat present under 
the Commissary General. For those reasons, the 
committee had recommended the abolition of this 
office. 

Mr. BUCHANAN insisted that, instead of the 
work cosiing 25 per cent. more, directly the con- 
trary was the tact. And if the chairman of the 
Military Commitiee made that a ground of argu- 
ment, he (Mr. B.) should ask an adjowrnment, that 
he might have time to prove the fact. 

Mr. PRESTON. I take back the assertion, sir, 
sooner than adjourn before we dispose of the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN proceeded at considerable 
length to prove that the work was not only better 
done, but cheaper, by these women at Philasel- 
phia, than it could be in any other way. He was 
anxious for the passage of the bill. He regretted 
that extraneous matters had beea introduced into 
the bill. He hoped the same measure of justice 
would be meted out to Philadelphia as to Spring- 
field and Harper’s Ferry. 

Mr. PRESTON explained the circumstances 
under which the Military Committee had consider- 
ed it necessary to introduce these clauses into the 
bill. He had in his hand a letter from a manutac- 
turer, offering to take a contract blindfold, at a re- 
duction of 25 per cent. on the Philadelphia prices. 

Mr. ARCHER submitted to the Senator from 
Penasylvania the fact that the cases were not anal- 
ogous. These ladies did not assemble together and 
complain to Congress that they were subjecied to 
strict military discipline in the making of the clo- 
thing upon which they were employed. There conld 
be no analogy in the twocases. All knew that 
the proper and the only purpose of this Commissary 
General’s office was, to have it as the receptacle 
of political patronage. 

Mr. BUCHANAN replied to the observations 
of the chairman of the Military Committee and 
the Senator from Virginia. The proposition was, 
to concentrate all the power in the bureaus at 
Washington.. The object was one of centraliza- 
tion. If the office of Commissary General was 
abolished, the business would not be continued in 
Philadelphia for one ycar. They would break up 
the whele system which has been pursued there, 
and give the contracts whole<ale, and to some man 
who would bid for it blindfold—as had been remark- 
ed by the chairman of Mil:tary Affairs, [Mr. Pres- 
TON, ]—who would consent to furnish the clothing 
at 20 per cent. less than it was now purchased; 
and who, to save himself, would cheat the Govern- 
ment in the quality. He then called for the yeas 
and nays on this question; which were ordered. 

Mr. CONRAD asked how the women engaged 
in making the clothing are to be either benefited or 
injured by the office of Commissary General being 
abolished? If these women continue to perform the 
work bet'er and cheaper at Philadelphia than else- 
where, will not the Quartermaster General give 
it to them in preference to any more expensive com- 
petitors? 

Mr. BUCHANAN was always unfortunate, in 
raising up hydras against him. It appeared now 
that there was another Richmond in the field. The 
object appeared to him to be to create ceniraliza- 
tion here under the army. It would not be a year 
till the making of this clothing was brought here 
from Philadelphia, even if it was to cost 20 per 
cent. more. 

Mr. PRESTON replied, exonerating the Mili- 
tary Committee from any such views as seemed to 
be imagined. 

Mr. WALKER advocated the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. He hoped, if it was ne- 
cessary {o discontinue this cfice, some more suita 
ble time would be takea for doing it, and not when 
the effect would be to throw out of employment 
such a large number of helpless women in the city 
of Philadelphia, whose sufferings, no doubt, were 
sufficiently great, under the pressure of the times. 
He appealed to the Senator trom South Carolina 
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[Mr. Preston] not to commence his retrenchment 
at this point, where it would operate so oppressive- 
ly on helpless females. 

Mr. PRESTON briefly replied; stating that the 
circumstances of the Government demanded re- 
trenchment of useless offices. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bucnanan’s 
motion to strike out the third section, and resulted 
in the negative—yeas 12, nays 17. 

Mr. BUCHIANAN moved an adjournment; 
which was negatived. 

Mr. BENTON observed that it was not the in- 
tention of the committee to impair the operations 
of the departinent in Philadelphia. If any one 
had offered to do the work 20 per cent. less than it 
is done for there, it must be in view of cheating the 
soldiers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN considered that unless the 
city of Philadelphia was designated in the bill, the 
work would be taken away; and on his motion, 

The Senate then adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satorpay, June 25, 1842. 

Mr. ADAMS rose to a correction of the journal, 
which was made. Mr. A. then moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, 
for the purpose of taking up the bill providing in- 
demnity for French spoliations pricr to 1800. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia rose to a correction of 
the journal. He first wished a correction of that 
part wherein the chairman of the Committee of 
tne Whole made his first report alter the rising of 
the committee for want of a quorum. He would 
state the facts as he understood them, and then ask 
tor the reading of that part of the journal he wish- 
ed to correct. When the commitice first rose for 
wantof a quoram, the chairman reported that he 
was instructed to report certain biils which had 
been acted on in committee. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts then rose to a point of order, and 
denied the authority of the chairman to report bills 
when there was no quorum. ‘That point was sus- 
tained by the Chair; when the chairman [Mr. J. C. 
Crank] acknowledged that he had reported incor- 
rectly, and, withdrawing that report, made an- 
other, stating that the comiaittee rose for want of 
aquorum. These were the facts, as he understood 
them; and he wished them to be so siated on the 
journal. 

Tae SPEAKER said that the first report was 
not received, the objection having been made by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, and sustained 
by the Chair. 

Mr. COOPER asked if it was not proper that 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and the decision of the Chair should 
go on the journal. 

The SPEAKER'S reply was not heard by the 
reporter; but was understood to be in the nega- 
live. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia would then ask the 
indulgence of the House to say a few words in re- 
lation to the report of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, when the commitiee rose the 
second time; which report he aiso wished to have 
corrected, together with the unfair statement of 
what cecurred, which he saw reported in the Na- 
tional Intelligencer of this morning. 

Mr. JOHN C. CLARK objected to the gentle- 
man’s diseussing this subject. If he had any mo- 
tion ‘o make for the correction of the journal, let 
him state what it was, or reduce it to writing. 

The SPEAKER said that the gentleman wished 
to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia proceeded. The re- 
portin the National Intelligencer to which he had 
referred, did him injustice m two particulars. In 
ihe first place, it sought to convict him of a denial 
of what the reporter distinctly said was true; and, 
in the second place, of a participation in what he 
called arow. [Here several cries of ‘‘Whai’s the 
question?” and “order; orcer.’] Mr. C. hoped 
he might be permitted to say a word or two in ex- 
planatien, for the reason that, during all the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday, whenever the Chair called 
to order, he took his seat; and whenever he askcd 
permission to address the committee, by way of 
explaining his position, he did so in the most or- 
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derly and respecttul manner to the Speaker and to 
the House. He was endeavoring to explain that 
if the committee intended to make such a report, it 
was due to the gentleman implicated that he should 
be permitted to explain the ground on which he ob- 
jected, which was simply this: that the consent 
rule, under which the committee was acting, oper- 
ated beneficially when operating equal!y, and that 
the North and the South should alike participate 
in its benefits; but that it operated unequally, 
when questions growiag out of the peculiar institu- 
lions of the South were raised as obstacles to bills 
teresting to people of that portion of the Union. 
This inequality having been brought about by the 
objections of the gentleman trom Massachusetts 
{[Mr. Apams] to the bill for the benefit of General 
Waison, be did most calmly, deliberately, and re- 
spectiully proceed virtually to abolish the consent 
rule, in order that, by it, one part of the country 
might not derive benefits from which the other was 
exciuded. 





The objections that he then made were not 
through factious motives and through disrespect, 
but with the settled conviction that the rule did not 
work equally; and that a rule that did not work 
both ways was nota good rule, and ought to be 
abolished. He therefore felt himseif bound pracii- 
cally to repeal it. In regard to the atiempt of the 
reporter of the Intelligencer to connect him disad- 
vantageously with what he was pleased to term a 
row, he would call on the gentlemen who stood op- 
posed to him on this floor to say whether, since he 
first took his seai in the hall, he had not been the 
uniform advocate of order, and whether he had not 
always sustained the Chair in preserving it; whether 
he had ever been the pariicipaat in any row, uuless 
it could be said that a conscientious discharge of 
his duty could be called so. If that could be called 
partaking in a row, then the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, for objecting to the bill for the relief of 
General Waison, was also guilty of engaging ina 
row. The gentleman, no doubt, did this in the 
conscientious discharge of his duty; and though he 
appealed to him for permission to make a brief ex- 
planation, which he thought would have removed 
his objections; and though the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Canuraers] made the same appeal, yet 
he peruinaciously refused to allow one word of ex- 
planation to be made. Seeing, then, that the rights 
of one of his constituents were thus thrown away, 
the interests of his section of the country despised, 
and the rule under which they were acting rendered 
uneq al in its opera’ion, he felt it to be his duty to 
put an end to it in the only way in his power—and 
that was, by objecting to every biil as it should 
come up. 

So much for the row that it was thus sought to 
connect him with; aud he would observe, in pass- 
ing, that if ever he got into a row in that House, it 
wouid be a very sileat one on his pari; what he 
would do would be out of doors. Now, as to the 
other part of the report, in which the reporter 
sought to convict him of a denial of what was 
true. Here was the report of the Intelligencer, 
which he would send to the Chair to be 1ead, in or- 
der tbat the House might see how defectiv-, how 
unfair, and how devoid of truth, it was. Mr. C. 
then sent up the National Intelligeucer to the table, 
from which the Clerk, by his direction, read the 
following porton of the report of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings: 

“a hill to confirm Elizabeth Burriss, her heirs or assigns, in 
their claim to atract of land 

Mr. M. A. Cooper of Georgia having then given notice that 
he would object to every bill, unless leave should be given to 
reply to an objection raised by Mr. ADAMs to a Certain bill, (of 
the title or the objection thereto the reporter heard nothing)— 

Mr. Prorert moved that the committee rise; On which mo 
tion the vote stood—ayes 57, noes 5! 

So the majority of those present voted in the affirmative; but 
there tras no quorum, 

The commitiee then rose, and the Chairman reported the ac- 
tion on the several bills before referred to. 

Mr. Apams challenged the report, on the ground that, no 


quorum being present, the Chairman had no right to report ac- 
tion on these bills 
The SPEAKER 80 decided 


And, atier a brief between Mr. Joun C. Ciark 


and the SPEAKER, the report of the Chairman was considered 
as having been so modified as to report the fact that the com. 
mittee, having no quorum, had risen. 

Mr. ADAMS moved that there be a cal! of the House. 

Mr. Firtmore asked the yeas and nays, which were ordered; 
and, being taken, were—yeas 105. nays 47 

So the call was ordered 


conversation 


| 
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When aname or two had been called, further proceedings 
were suspended, 

The Chairman resumed his seat in committee. 

And to every bill, as its title was read, 

Mr. M. A. Cooper rose and objected, (or, rather, In many in- 
stances, he had not ime to take his seat, but, retaining the floor, 
objected eu masse loevery thing. | 

The Chairman at last brought up a billin relation to the 

GODORGIA MILITIA. 

The title of the bill is as follows. ‘A bill for the payment of 
seven companies of Georgia miliua for services rendered in the 
years 1540 and 1841.’ 

Mr. M. A. Cooper, as the 

hbyjected 

Mr. Jamgs objected, {as did, also, other members, | 

Alter a brief conversation 

Mr. James said, I withdraw my objection 

Mr. M. A. Cooper. Then | withdrew my objection 

Mr. ANDREWS of Kentucky renewed It. 

The same scene was enacted unul the calendar was gone 
through with 

Mr. M. A. Cooper successively objecting to every bill as its 
title was read 

Mr. Everett thereupon moved that the committee rise, with 
a view, he said, of moving that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. Briccs moved to amend the motion by adding, ‘and that 
the committee also state the reason why it was not able to take 
up any other bill 

The amendment was agreed to by an apparent acclamation. 

The committee then rose, and the Chairman reported action 
on the said several bills before referred to. And also said that 
he was specially instructed to report that the committee had 
taken up the private calendar, and gone over 11; but that, in con- 
sequence of objections interposed by a gentleman from Geor- 
gia, they had been unable to transact any business. 
~ A sort of row followed, involving many points of order, the 
truth of the Chairman’s report, and especially the truth of the 
fact as to objection having been made by Mr. M. A. Cooper to 
the Georgia militia bill—that gentleman denying that he had 
objected. After a good deal of trouble, and the Speaker hav- 
ing decided that the matters of fact would be a proper subject 
of question, If objected to, when they should appear oa the 
journal! 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and (ihe tariff bill having been laid aside 


fur the day) proceeded to the consideration of ” &c. 


Now, the Honse would observe that it was re- 
ported here that, in the first place, the ‘‘reporter 
distinctly understood” that Mr. M. A. Cooper ob- 
jected to the bill providing for the Georgia claims, 
when it was called; secondly, that when a con- 
troversy arose as to the truth of the fact that ob- 
jection was made by the gentleman from Georgia 
to the Georgia militia bill, that gentleman denied 
that he had objecied. Now, (said Mr. C.,) this 
partof the report is wholly untrue. He would 
state what occurred, and every gentleman would 
be satisfied that he was correct in whathe said. 
When this matter was first started by the gentle- 
man from Massachnsetts to the bill of Gen. Wat- 
soa, he declared that he would object to all bills as 
they might come up, aud in this way he might be 
said to have objected to the Georgia militia bil); 
but he himself did not understand this declaration 
to include that bill, fer some gentlemen raised the 
point of order that objections could not be made in 
the mass; and he accordingly assented, and object- 
ed to cach bill separately. Farthermore, the point 
of order was raised that he could not make his ob- 
jections from his seat; and therefore, to gratify those 
who raised this objection, he rose from his seat on 
each occasion. While proceeding in this way 
with his printed calendar before him, his ear 
caught the sound of the Georgia claim. Some lit- 
tle pleasantry was occasioned by tuis announce- 
ment. Some gentlemen thought that he had 
got himeelf into a serious difficulty, and dare not 
meet the question, and, a! the same Ume, that there 
Was no way of hisgetting outof it. He then said, 
“Read that again, Mr. Chairman.” He wanted it 
read, that he might know what claim it was; and, 
secondly, he wished to give gentlemen around him 
av opportanity of objecting. Before the Chairman, 
however, could read it a second time, the genile- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. James] objected, and 
a gentieman over the way objected, as cid several 
others. 


reporter distinctly understood, 


Some gentleman asked if the Georgia claims 
were objected to. At that time he commenced an 
explanation, of net what the gentleman from Geor- 
gia did do, but of what he would do. The people 
o! Georgia expected him to do what was right, re- 
gardiess of what other people thought He was 
going to say what he would do, bat was called to 
order on all sides, and not allowed to proceed. The 
gentieman from Pennsylvania withdrew his obdjec- 
tious, and he (Mr. C.) believing that many present 
thought that he had objecied, rose and said: “I 
withdraw my objection also.” This was done to 
remove the impressions existing in the mind of any 








one that any objection had been made on his part, 
This being the state of the facts, the reporter who 
had misrepresented him was bound in justice to 
correct his report. Notwithstanding Gen. Wat- 
son’s case had been first objected to by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts; notwithstanding both he 
and the gentleman from Tennessee appealed to 
him and the House for liberty to make a brief ex- 
planation; and notwithstanding various objections 
were made, and he was not permitied to explain, 
ihe reporter omitted it all. To say the least of it, 
the report was one that the reporter ought to blush at. 
What made this case more peculiar was, that ona 
former occasion, when he made some remarks, he 
went to this same reporter, whom he now saw sit- 
ting athis desk, and asked him to show him what 
he had reported of hisremarks. The answer was, 
‘“* We don’t report you.” Now, he thought that re- 
porters were permitied to have seats here to report, 
impartially, the proceedings of the House, and not 
to give one-sided, incorrect versions of them ; and 
he also thoughi that, as this reporter had refosed 
to report him for the purpose of doing him justice, 
he should have refrained from reporting him for the 
purpose of doing him injustice. 

Mr. C. said, that if the people of Georgia, and 
the effect thal this report might have on him, had 
been alone coneerned, he would not have taken the 
trouble to notice this poor, pitiful attempt to make 
political capital outof him. The people of Geor- 
gia knew him weil. In all the political controver- 
sies of the State, he had taken a part. His track 
was known everywhere, and the people of Geor- 
gia knew what to expect of him. He could not, 
therefore, be injured in their estimation in this way. 
But he desired to stand wellin the opinion of his 
fellow-members, and of the public at large; and 
for this reason he had risen to correct the Intelligen- 
cer’s report. 

With regard to the report of the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole, be must say that it did 
him great injustice. The chairman made that re- 
port without authority of the committee; and in 
spite of his persevering inquiry, which he was in 
courtesy bound to answer, he maintained his seat 
in silence, and made that report, which he would 
venture to assert there were not ten men in the 
House who would justify it. It must be remarked, 
too, that when the report of the chairman was chal- 
lenged by the gentleman trom Massachusetts, at a 
previous stage of the proceedings, he acknowleged 
that it was not correct, withdrew it, and substituted 
another. 


Mr. BLACK rose for the purpose of correcting 
the journal so as to make it conform to the facts 
stated by his colleague, i. e. that the objection to 
the bill for the relief of Mr. Watson was first raised 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts; after which, 
his colleague made his objections to the subsequent 
bills; and further to state the fact that his colleague 
objected to every case called up, with the exception 
of the bill providing for the claims of the State of Geor- 
gia, which his colleague did not object te. The 
report of the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole stated that “he was specially instructed by 
the committee to report that it had gone through 
with the private calendar; but that, owing to ob- 
jections raised by the gentleman from Georgia to 
every bill that came up, they were unable to do 
any business.” He wished the journal to be cor- 
rected in these particulars. 


Mr. ADAMS denied that he had objected to the 
claim for the relief of General Watson. When 
the bill came up, he had moved to strike out the 
enacting clause; and then the chairman decided 
that the bill must lie over. 

Mr. BLACK insisted that the gentleman from 
Massachuset's did object to that bill. 


The SPEAKER said that both of the gentlemen 
were out of order. As to the motion of the gen- 
t'eman from Geergia, if could not be entertained, 
for the journal was correct in stating what was 
the report made by the chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole. The gentleman admiited that the 
chairman did make that report, and, therefore, it 
was correctly staied on the j-urnal. The genile- 
man, as he understood him, was objecting to the 
correctness of the report; and, therefore, he should 
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Mr. BLACK wanted to know when it would be 
in order to move to correct the report. If no ob- 
jection were made, he would, by general consent, 
move to correct it now. [Objections were made 
by several, with repeated calls tor the orders of the 
day.} 

Mr. J. C. CLARK made some remarks in 
justification of his report, and in reply to Mr. 
Cooper. In the course of bis remarks, he remind- 
ed the gentleman that when the motion was made 
by the gentleman frem Vermont (Mr. Evererr] 
that the Committee rise, the gentleman trom Mas- 
sachusetis moved to amend it, by adding, “and that 
the committee also siate the reason why it was not 
able to take up any other bill; which amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. M. A. COOPER. Does the gentleman mean 
to say that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetis was directly put, and passed as an 
amendment? 


Mr. J. C. CLARK said no, he only understood 
it so. 

Mr. BLACK rose and moved to correct the 
journal, by striking out that part in which the 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole gave the 
reasons why the commi'tee rose, on the ground that 
the repert was not the truth, and because it was 
out of order to make any such report. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to lay Mr. Brack’s 
motion on the table, which was carried withouta 
division. 

Acontesthere arose for the floor between Messrs. 
Fittmore and Apams—the former contending that 
he had merely given way to the gentieman from 
Georgia to enable him to move an amendment of 
the journal; and the latier maintaining that he had 
the floor from last Saturday, when he intimated his 
intention to move to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the siate of the Union on the bill fer the 


relief of claimants under French «poliations prior 
to 1800. 


The SPEAKER gave the door to 

Mr. ADAMS, who moved that the House go in- 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the bil! above named. 

The SPEAKER said a motion to go into com- 
mittee upon a specific bill would require two- 
thirds. 

Mr. ADAMS then moved that the 
solv2 itself into the Committee of the 
the state of the Union. 

At the suggestion of Mr. GWIN, the question 
on this motion was postponed until several bills on 
the table, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House, could be disposed of, and sundry 
executive documents received. 

The following bills were read a third time, and 
passed: 

Au act for the relief of the president and direct- 
ors of the Agricultural Bank of Mississippi; 

An act to confirm James Journey in iis claim to 
a tract of laad; and 

An act to confirm Elizabeth Buarriss, her heirs 
and assigns, in their claim to a traet of land. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, ia 
answer to a resoluiion of the House adopted on the 
20th of August, 1841, calling upon that officer for 
a revision of the existing jaws in relaiica to officers 
of the customs, with a view to their reduction. 
The communication, with the draught of a bill ac- 
companying it, was referred, on moiion of Mr. 
FILLMORE, to the Commitiee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Trea-ury, in an- 
Swer to a resolution of the House, adopted on ihe 
21 of September, 1841, calling upon tuat officer for 
a statement of the debts of the several States and 
Territories. 

On motion of Mr. ADAMS, the communication 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The question now recurring on Mr. Apams’s mo- 
tion to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. FILLMORE said he desired to suggest to 
the House the necessity of immediate action upon 
the amendment of the Senate jo the provisional 
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iis provisions could not be communicated to the 
distant ports of the Union. He hoped the House 
would consent to take up the bill and amendment. 

Mr. PROFFIT said he would inform the gentle- 
mau thata circular had already been issued to the 
officers of the customs, which would obviate every 
objection, and meet the contingency resulting from 
the failure to pass a tariff bill. 

M1. ADAMS said he must insist on his motion. 

The question having been put, only 17 members 
voied in the affirmative. 


THE LITTLE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. FILLMORE ealled for the reading of the 
Senate’s amendment to the bill entitled “An act to 
exiend for a limited period the present law for 
laying and collecting duties on imports.” 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON inquired whether the 
business in order was not the resolution submitted 
and under consideration yesterday evening? 

Mr. ADAMS gaid he insisted on the question 
being takenon his resolution submited yesterday, 
and which would then have been adopied by a 
large majority had a quorum been present. 

The SPEAKER replied that it was the business 
of the day, and the amendments of the Senate to 
the tariff bill—ihe reading of which had been call- 
ed for by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
FiLLMoRE]—could notnow be considered except by 
generai cons-nt. 

Mr. WISE inquired when the tariff bill could be 
taken up. 

Mr. HALL claimed the floor on the unfinished 
business of the morning hour of yesterday—ihe re- 
solution in relation to Virginia bounty lands. 

Mr. FILLMORE wished to 
up; and 

The SPEAKER having replied that, after the 
expiration of the morning hour, the resolution of- 
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ApaMs] would be betore the House— 

Mr. F. moved a suspension of the rules, for the 
purpose of taking up the Senate’s amendments to 
the tariff bill. 

Mr. ANDREWS called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The motion to suspend the rules was rejected— 
yeas 127, nays 66, (not two-thirds,) as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Landatl’ W Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Appleton, Arnold, Baker, Barnard, Barton, Beeson, 
Bidlack, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Rotts, Boyd, 
sriggs, Brockway, Bronson, Miltou Brown, Burnell, William 
Suuler, William O. Butler, William B Campbell, Thomas J. 
Cam} |, Caruthets, Casey, Childs, Chittenden, John C.Clark, 
S* N. Clarke, Jas Cooy Cowen, Cranston, Daniel, G. Davis, 
Kichard &. Davis, Deberry, Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Fill- 
mere, Fornance, A. Lawrence Foster, Gentry, Giddings, Gog- 
gin, Patrick G, Goode, Graham, Granger, Green, Hall, Halsted, 
Hays, Howard, Hudson, Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
K. Ingersoll, James Irvin, Wm. W. Irwin, Jack, James, Keim, 
Jolin P. Kennedy, King, Lane, Linn, Robert McClellan, Me- 
Kennan, Marchand, Samson Mason, Mattocks, Maxwell, May 
nard, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Morris, Morrow, New- 
hard, Osborne, Owsley, Parmenter, Patridge, Pendleton, Pick- 
ens, Piumer, Pope, Proffit, Ramsey, Benjamin Randall, Ran- 
dolph, Rencher, Ridgway, Roosevelt, Williain Russell, James 
M. Russeil, Saltonstall, Simonton, Slade, Sprigg, Stanly, Stoke- 
ly, Stratton, Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Sum- 
mers, Taliaierro, John B. Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, 
Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Tripleu, Trumbull, Under- 
wood, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Warren, Washington, Edward 
>. White, James W. Williams, Ciristopher H. Williams, 
Yorke, Augustus Young, and Join Young—127. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Arrington, Black, Bowne, Brewster, 
Aaron V. Brown, Charlies Brown, Burke, Patrick UC. Caldwell, 
Cary, Canapman, Cliffurd, Clinton, Coles, Mark A. Cvuoper, 
Cravens, Cross, Dean, Doig, Eastman, John Edwards, Eg- 
bert, John G. Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Thomas F. Foster, 
William O. Goode, Gordon, Gwin, Harris, Holmes, Hopkins, 
Houck, Houston, Hunter, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, 
Lewis, Littlefield, Abraham McCletian, McKay, McKeon, Mal- 
jory, Alfred Marshali, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, Medill, 
Payne, Read, Reding, Reynolds, Riggs, Rogers, Sanford, 
Shaw, Shields, William Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Sweuney, 
Turney, Van Buren, Ward, Watterson, Joseph L. White, Wise, 
and Wood—66. 


at a proper time have moved to have that cor- | tariff bill. Unless the bill was passed immediately, 
} 


know what was 


Mr. FILLMORE then called for the orders of 
the morning hour. 
V'RGINIA MILITARY BOUNTY LANDS. 
Tne House resumed the consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution, offered some days since: 
Resolved, That a select committee be appointed to inquire 
into the amuunt and character of the expenditures which have 
been made by the Government, in satisfaction of bounty 
land claims allowed by the State of Virginia; what amount of 
like claims are still Gutstanding; wiiether any further legisla- 
tion of Congress is necessary to secure the treasury against the 
payment of improper or unfounded claims of that description, 
[to which was added, on the motion of Mr. W. O. Goopg,} or to 
satisfy outstanding claims, which are just and well founded; and 
that said committee have leaye to report by billor otherwise. 
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Mr. HALL, who was entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the House, during his hour, in opposition to 
the resolution, and in reply to Messrs. Geaain, 
Gitmer, and Goope of Virginia. 

He obtained the floor by virtue of an agreement 
with Mr. J. Cooper, who had moved the previous 
question, to renew it whew he had finished, if Mr. 
Cooper would withdraw that motion, to give him 
the opportunity to speak; but, at the close of bis 
speech, a question arose whether his hour had not 
expired before he made the motion; and other gen- 
tlemen, in consequence, claimed the floor. 

Mr. WISE desired permission to say a few 
words in deterce of his colleague [Mr. Gitmer]} 
against certain imputations which the gentleman 
from Vermont had made on his character and rep- 
ulation, and which were wholly false. 

Mr. FILLMORE asked if the morning hour 
had not expired 

Tne SPEAKER answered in the affirmative. 

Mr. FILLMORE then asked the House to take 
up the bill from the Senate to extend, for a limited 
period, the present revenue laws. 


The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
business next in order was the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Bowne] to reconsider 
the vote by which the House yesterday rejected the 
bill entitled An act for the relief of Hugh Stewart. 

Mr. FILLMORE appealed to the gentleman 
from New York to allow the bill from the Senate 
to be taken up. 


Mr. BOWNE inquired if there was auy proba- 
bility of its being debated. 
Mr. FLLLMORE said he hoped not. 
Mr. BOWNE said, with that understanding, he 
would consent. 
The Clerk commenced reading the amendment 
of the Senate. 
Mr. WISE rose, and inquired how that bill came 
up. 
he SPEAKER replied that it came up, there 
being no objection. 
Mr. WISE said, Then I object. 
Mr. FILLMORE submitted that the objection 
came too fate. 
Mr. WISE denied that it came too late; for he 
objected as soon as he knew the bill was before-the 
House. 


Mr. FILLMORE (with much warmth) said, if 
the gentleman would stand on thal floor and pre- 
vent the collection of revenue, with the gentleman 
be the responsibility: he (Mr. Fittmore) had done 
his duty; and ke now moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. WISE. Ah! that isno bugbear to me. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL (greatly excited.) I 
move to suspend the rule to take it up. 

Mr BOWNE hoped that his motion would be 
disposed of first. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL begged the gentleman 
from New York to allow this bill to be taken up. 

The Clerk again essayed to read the proviso. 

Mr. WISE again rose and inquired if that was 
the regular order of business? 

The SPEAKER was understood, amidst great 
confusion, to state that the business having prior- 
ity had been waived; and, therefore, that this busi- 
ness came up in order. 

Mr. TURNEY inquired what became of the 
other orders of business? 

Some confusion again ensued; and, when order 
was comparatively restored— 

Mr. ADAMS ealled for the unfini-hed business 
of yesterday, which was undisposed of at the ad- 
journment for want of a quorum. The business 
to which le alluded was the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to re- 
port to this House, at the commencement of the next session of 
Cougress, a #eturn of the numbers and names of all the petty 
officers, seamen, ordinary seamen, landsmen, and apprentices 
in the naval service of the United States; distinguishing the nas 
tive from the naturalized individuals in the said service, and, 
among the natives of the United States, the State, ‘Yerritory, or 
District of Columbia, where each individual was born, of which 


an inhabitant,and of which a citizen at the time of his enlist- 
ment. 


To this, Mr. Cave Jonnaon had submitted an 
amendment; which he now modified as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary report the names, age, ton- 
nage, and number of guns of each vessel, and where built; 
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whether finisied or unfinished; showing the cost of buildiag 
such vessel and the annual repairs thereof, divided intotwo 
heads, which will show the amount expended for materials and 
the arnount for Jabor, and also the sum expended for the arma 
ment of each shir 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said he had so modified the 
amendment, since it was offered on yesterday, as to 
meet the views of gentlemen as far as it went; that 
he would seek some other opportunity of askiug 
the additional annual statement he had proposed 
on yesterday. He did not desire to delay or post- 
pone the adoption of the resolution of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. At the request of the gentle- 
men around him, instead of debating either propo- 
sition, he would move the previous question. 

Mr. WISE desired to say a few words on the 
resolution; and, for that purpose, desired the gentle- 
man from Tennestee to withdraw his mction for 
the previous question. 

The motion was not withdrawn, but was sustained 
by the House. The amendmen: of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. C. Jonnson] was then adopt- 
ed; and also the resolution, as amended. 

THE PROVISIONAL TARIFF. 

This bill was then taken up, and the Clerk read 
the amendment of the Senate, as follows: 

The House had inseried the following proviso— 


“ Provided, That nothing herein coniained shall suspend the 
distribution of the proceeds of the public lands, anything here- 


in contained, and anything contained in the proviso to the sixth 
section of the act approved 4th September, 1541, entuled ‘An 
act Loappropriate the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, 
and to grant pre-emption rights,’ to the contrary, notwithstand 
ing.’’ 


The Senate bad stricken out this proviso, and in- 
serted, in lieu thereof, the following: 


“That the distribution of the proceeds of the public lands, au- 


thorized and directed by the act of Congress of the 4th Septem- 
ber, IS41, entitled ‘An act to appropriate the proceeds of the 
public lands, and to grant pre enyption rights, shall be, and the 
same is hereby, suspended and postponed until the Ist day of 
August, 1842; and the said act of the 4th September, 1541, shail 
be no otherwise affectedor moditied than merely lO postpone to 
the said first of August next the distribution of said proceeds 
directed by that act to be made on the Ist July, 1842, anything 


in this act, or the said act of the 4th September, 1541, to the con- 
trary, notwithetanding.’’ 


Mr. YORKE moved the previous question. 

Mr. WiS# rose to ask if there could not be a 
division of the question—first, on striking out the 
proviso of the House; and next, on the adoption of 
the proviso of the Sena’'e. 

The SPEAKER was understood to put the ques- 
tion on concurrivg with the amendment of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr.GWIN asked if it was in order to moveto 
lay the bill on the table. 

A conversation here ensued between Mr. CAVE 
JOHNSON and the SPEAKER, the purport of 
which was not understood. 

Mr. WELLER then moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table, aud called for the yeas and 
nays thereon; which were ordered. 

The motion was negatived—yeas 84, nay 113, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Arrington, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, Bowne, 
Brewster, A. V. Brown, Chs. Brown, Burke, P. C. Caldwell, J. 
Campbell, Cary, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Colquitt, 
Mark A. Cooper, Cravens, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dean, 
Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, John G. 
Fleyd, Charles A. Floyd, Thomas F. Foster, William O. Goode, 
Gwin, Habersham, Harris, John Hastings, Hays, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Houck, Houston, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jack, 
Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Keim, Lewis, Littlefield, Abra- 
ham McClellan, Robert McCietlan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, 
Marchand, Aifred Marshall, Mathews, Medill, Miller, New- 
hard, Ol:ver, Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Proffit, Reding, 
Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, Sanford, Shaw, 
Shields, Wm. Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Sweney, Turney, Van 
Buren, Warg, Weller, Joseph L. White, James W. Williams, 
and Wise—S} 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, Sher- 
lock J. Andiews, Appleton, Arnold, Baker, Barnard, Barton, 
Birdseye, Biair, Roardwan, Borden, Bot triggs, Brockway, 
Bronson, M. Brown, Burnell, Wm. Butler, Wm. B. Campbeil, 
Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Childs, Chittenden, 
John ©. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, Cowen, 
Cranston, Cross, Garrett Davis, Deberry, John Edwards, Ever- 
ett, Fessenden, Fillmore, Fornance, A. Lawrence Foster, Gam- 
ble, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, Graham, 
Granger, Green, Hail, Halsted, Howard, Hudson, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, James Irvin, James, Wm. Cost Johnsan, John P 
Kennedy, Lane, Linn, McKennan, 8S. Mason, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Meriwether, Mitchell, Moore, Morris, Morrow, Os- 
borne, Owsley. Parmenter, Pendleton, Pope, Ramsey, Benja- 
min Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Ridgway, Roosevelt, Wm. 
Russell. James M. Russell, Saistonstall, Siepperd, Simonton, 
Slade, Trueman Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Alex- 
ander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, 
Richard W. Thomoson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trip- 
Jett, Tramball, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Warren, 
Washington, Edward D. White, Christopher H. Williams, 
0 L. Williams, Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young 
—I13. i 
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The question then recurred on the motion for 
the previous question, which was agreed to. 

The next question was the following: “Shall the 
main question be now put?” 

Mr. TURNEY cailed for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

The House determined that the main question 
should be now put—ayes 105, noes 90. 

The main question then coming up, on concur- 
ring in the amendment of the Sevate— 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON called for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. TURNEY desired to be excused from voting 
on this question, and proceeded to give his reasons 
for making this request. When the bill was first 
passed by the House, it was passed under the infiu- 
ence of the gag; and when sent to the Senate, an 
amendment was made there to what he conceived 
an obnoxious feature of it—he meant the proviso 
in relation to the distribution of the proceeds of the 
public lands—which he and many members of the 
House had not yet had an opportunity of seeing or 
hearing. Since it had been returned to the House, 
that amenduient had not been printed nor discuss- 
ed; nor, when read at the Clerk’s table, had any 
member been able to hear it, amid the noise and 
confusion usually prevailing on occasions of this 
sort. But notwithstanding all this, the instant the 
bill was called up, the previous question was moved 
and carried; and thus the amendment would be 
hurried through without any consideration, or any 
undersianding of its merits. He wished to have 
an opporianily of comparing the amendment of ihe 
Senate with the proviso of the House, in order that 
he might judge which was the least objectionable, 
and take his choice of the two evils. ‘This, by the 
operation of the gag, he had not been permitted to 
do. Now, if gentlemen were prepared to deter- 
mine this question, they had more sagacity than he 
had; or they had taken the trouble to go to the 
Senate chamber to read it, which he had not done. 
Mr. T., afier expressing, in the strongest terms, 
his objections to this hurried and dangerous species 
of Jegislation, withdrew his motion. 


Mr. HOLMES desired to get an explanation 
from the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


Means in regard to the effect of the amendment, | | 


This, he hoped, would, by general consent, be al- 
lowed him. 

Objections were made by several, and cries of 
“Order! order!” 

Mr. WISE said he would like to be excused 
from voiing, because he did not know what the 
amendment was. 

[More cries of “Order! order!” and “Question! 
question!”"} 

The main question was then taken on concur 
ring in the amendment of the Senate, and decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 104, nays 96, as fo'lows: 


YEAS—Meesrs. Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Appleton, Arnold, Baker, Barnard, Barton, Birdseey, 
Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, 
Milton Brown, Burnell, William Butler, William B. Campbell, 
Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Casey, Childs, Chittenden, 
John ©, Clark, Staley N. Clarke, James Cooper, Cowen- 
Cranston, Garrett Davis, Deberry, John E- wards, Everett, Fes- 
senden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, Gamble, Gentry, Gid, 
dings, Goggin, Patrick G@. Goode, Graham, Granger, Green, 
Hall, Halsted, Hudson, Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Irvin, 
William W. Irwin, James, John P. Kennedy, Lane, Linn, 
McKennan, Samson Mason, Mattocks, Maxwell, Maynard, 
Muchell, Moore, Morris, Morrow, Oshorne, Owsley, Par- 
menter, Pendleton. Pope, Ramsay, Benjamin Randail, Ran- 
dolph, Ridgway, Wm. Russell, James M. Russell, Saltonstall, 
Shepjerd, Simonton, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Stokely, 
Stratton, Alexander H. H. Stuart, John T. Stuart, Taliaferro, 
Richard W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Trip- 
lett, Trumbull, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Warren, 
Washington, Edward D. White, Christopher H. Williams, 
Yorke, Augustus Young, and John Young—104. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Arrington, Beeson, Bidlack, Black, 
Bowne, Brewster, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, 
William O. Butler, Patrick C. Caldwell, John Campbeil, 
Cary, Chapman, Clifford, Clinten, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, 
Cravens, Cross, Cushing, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dean, 
Doig, Eastman, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, John G. 
Floyd, Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, Thomas F Foster, Wm, 
O. Goole, Gwin, Habersham, Harris, John Hastings. Hays, 
Hopkins, Houck, 4fonston, Howard, Huabard, Hunter, Charies 
J. Ingersoll, Jack, William Cost Johnson, Cave Johnson, John 
W. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Abra- 
ham McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, Mallory, 
Marchand, Alfred Marshall, John Thomson Mason, Mathews, 
Mediil, Meriwether, Miller, Newhard, Oliver, Patridge, Payne, 
Pickens, Plumer, Proffit, Reding, Rencher, Reynolds, Rhett, 
Rigga, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, William 
Smith, Snyder, Steenrod, Sweney, Turney, Van Buren, Ward, 
Weller, Joseph L. White, James W. Williams, Wise, and 
Wood—%6. 
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So the amendment of the Senate was concurred . 
in. 
Mr. FILLMORE called up the bill making ap- 
propriativns for the Indian department. 

The SPEAKER said that ihe regular order of 
business was ihe private calendar. 

Mr. ADAMS thought that the motion he made 
this morning to, go into Committee of the Whole, 
to take up the French spoliation bill, should have 
precedence. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion was to go 
into Committee of the Whole generally, and then 
the majority could decide what bill to take up. 

Mr. BOWNE here rose, and moved a reconsid- 
eration of the vote taken yesterday, rejecting the bill 
for the relief of Hugh Stewart. In order that the 
House might the better understand the question, 
he desired that the report on Mr. Stewart’s case 
might be read. 

The Clerk accordingly read the report. 

Mr. BOWNE addressed the House at some 
length in favor of the motion; and concluded by 
moving the previous question. 


Mr. TURNEY moved that this motion be laid 
upon the table: rejected. 

The previous question was then sustained. 

The main question recurred en the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was rejected; 
and 

On motion of Mr. GORDON, the question was 
taken by yeas and nays—yeas 95, nays 43. 

So the motion to reconsider was carried. 

The question then recurred on the passage of the 
bill. 


Mr. W. SMiTH called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. The bill was passed— 
yeas 87, nays 60. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York moved a reconside- 
ration of the vote. 

The SPEAKER decided the motion to be out of 
order. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the House take 
up the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON moved an adjournment; 
but subsequently withdrew the motion, upon the 
ayes and noes being ordered. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON then moved that the 
House go into committee upon the navy bill. 

The SPEAKER said the private bill calendar 
would be in order. 


Mr. ADAMS moved that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union: carried—ayes 64, noes 62. 

The House then went into committee, (Mr. Me- 
Kennan in the chair.) 


Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland, who had the 
floor on the tariff bill, having yielded, and that 
subject having been postponed for to-day, 


Mr. ADAMS moved that the committee take up 
the bill to provide for the indemnification of 
claimants under French spoliations prior to 1801. 
This motion was adopted—ayes 72, noes 70. 

Mr. LEWIS moved that the committee rise—(3 
o’clock.) This motion was rejectec—ayes 66, noes 
79. 


Mr. ADAMS called upon the Clerk to read the 
bill; and it was read accordingly. Toe House then 
dispensed with the reading of the sections sepa- 
rately. 

Mr. ADAMS moved that the committee rise and 
report the bill; which opened the question, and gave 
him an opportunily te make some remarks thereon. 
He then went into an elucidation of the bill, and 
caused the Clerk to read a long printed report which 
had been made to the House at some previous pe- 
riod, 

Mr. ARNOLD and Mr. TILLINGHAST also 
addressed the committee; the Jatter genileman being 
occasionally overpowered by cries of “Question.” 

Mr. HUNTER moved that the committee rise 
and report progress; which was agreed to. 


THE APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


John Tyler, jr, esq., the President’s private seere- 
tary, delivered to the Flouse a message from the 
President. 

The Clerk read this communication; and it ap- 
peared to be one informing the House that he had 





